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World Congress for the Protection of Animals 
In May of 1984, citizens of the United States will have the unique opportunity of attending 
an international gathering of animal-welfare professionals being convened in this country for 
the first time. Sponsored and arranged by the World Society for the Protection of Animals 
(WSP A), this congress is expected to attract delegates and participants from numerous coun-
tries throughout the world who will discuss many critical issues affecting animals and seek to 
develop effective programs to ensure their protection from abuse and suffering. 
Papers will be presented in general sessions in these subject areas: Transportation of Ani-
mals; Animal Husbandry-Intensive Systems; Animals in Research; Early Childhood Abuse 
of Animals and Later Criminal Behavior; Animals in the Motion Picture Industry; Animal 
Spectacles; Rabies-A Worldwide Problem; Sealing; and The Fur Controversy. All papers and 
subsequent discussions will be presented with simultaneous translations. Written proceedings 
will be available in Sp.<tnish, French, German, and English. 
Because such an international gathering will likely not be held in the United States again 
during the 1980s, you are urged to take advantage of this rare opportunity. The congress will 
be held from May 27 to June 1 at the Boston Park Plaza Hotel. Registration for the entire con-
gress, including banquet, is $50.00 for WSPA members; $60.00 for non-members. Hotel reser-
vations should be made directly with the Boston Park Plaza Hotel, 50 Park Plaza, Boston, 
MA 02117. Specify that you are attending the WSPA-sponsored World Congress. Rates are 
single $58.00 (plus tax); double $72.00 (plus tax) per night. 
Whether or not you plan to attend this world congress, you are invited to become a member 
of the World Society for the Protection of Animals for just ten dollars per year. Through your 
membership in this outstanding international animal-welfare organization, you will be assist-
ing in protecting animals worldwide. 
Send your membership dues to WSPA, P.O. Box 
190, 29 Perkins Street, Boston, MA 02130. Also, if you 
desire to attend the world congress, write to the same 
address for a registration form and further congress in-
formation. 
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Sea World Wins Its Way 
In November, the National 
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) 
issued a permit to Sea World to 
capture ten orcas (killer whales) 
over the next five years for dis-
play and breeding purposes (see 
the Fall 1983 HSUS News). As 
many as ninety additional orcas 
can be caught and held briefly to 
be measured, blood-sampled, pho-
tographed, and, possibly, marked. 
Although the NMFS did not re-
duce the large number of animals 
originally requested by Sea World 
as we had hoped, we were pleased 
to see that the final permit issued 
is much more restrictive than 
that which Sea World requested. 
It has taken into account our op-
position to painful procedures 
such as liver biopsies, tooth ex-
tractions, and stomach samplings 
being performed on the animals. 
If Sea World wants to undertake 
these procedures, it will have to 
prove they do not unduly stress 
the animals and that they are tru-
Trap Seeks Foot-hold 
W oodstream Corporation of Li-
titz, Pennsylvania, the largest 
trap manufacturer in the world, is 
introducing a modified version of 
the steel-jawed, leghold trap to 
the Connecticut legislature (see 
"Around the Regions"). The man-
ufacturer's representative, Ger-
ald Thomas, states that this new 
model, which is equipped with 
padded jaws, has been tested by 
his company and causes none of 
the cuts and broken bones which 
result from the steel-jawed, leg-
hold variety. But The HSUS be-
lieves this trap is neither new nor 
humane. 
Over the past several years, dif-
ferent modifications of the cruel 
steel-jawed trap have been devel-
ly beneficial research. And, if any 
whale dies during capture, it will 
count toward the quota of ten and 
all activity will have to be sus-
pended and reviewed. 
Before Sea World can even be-
gin to remove the two animals al-
lowed for capture in 1984, it must 
conduct a population survey and 
present it to the NMFS for ap-
proval. There are a number of 
points during the procedure at 
which The HSUS, along with oth-
ers, has requested a chance for in-
put and review. Now that the per-
mit has been granted, the public 
must scrutinize every aspect of 
the capture to ensure that the 
whales are handled as humanely 
as possible. 
The larger question, however, is 
whether these animals should be 
in captivity at all. Federal legisla-
tion has been introduced by Rep. 
Rod Chandler of Washington State 
''to prohibit the taking and im-
portation of killer whales for 
public display purposes.'' The 
granting of the permit is only the 
oped; some used various mate-
rials wrapped around their jaws 
as padding, while others had an 
offset ground into the jaws which 
left a gap when the trap was closed, 
lessening the pressure on the 
trapped limb. But none of the 
modifications proved popular 
with the trappers. HSUS staff 
met with officials at W oodstream 
to discuss the reasons behind the 
failure of these modified traps, 
particularly the ones using pad-
ded jaws. At that time, Wood-
stream presented a sound argu-
ment against manufacturing such 
a trap: the rubberized material 
used to wrap the steel jaws would 
retain human scent; the material 
itself would not be durable (since 
the trapped animal would bite 
and tear through it in an effort to 
get free); and trappers would not 
Ten orcas are to be captured over the 
next five years to amuse Sea World vis-
itors. 
first step down a long road for Sea 
World. Much could happen before 
ten orcas are ensconced in the at-
traction's multi-million-dollar 
new facilities being built in 
Florida and California. 
use the new trap because of the 
expense and effort involved in its 
maintenance. 
Now, Woodstream is touting 
the padded-jaw modification in 
Connecticut as a compromise to 
cruel trapping methods. In reali-
ty, the trap is no compromise at 
all. It inflicts stress and pain on 
the trapped animal; it costs twice 
as much to manufacture as the 
steel-jawed trap; and trappers 
have shown in the past that they 
just don't like using it. Why, 
then, is W oodstream promoting a 
trap that it once refuted so 
strongly? We don'.t know that an-
swer. We do know that we remain 
opposed to the use of the cruel 
leghold trap, and, indeed, all traps 
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Television Series Announced 
The HSUS will launch a weekly 
television series about the world 
of animals early this year. The 
program, called ''Pet Action 
Line," will offer practical advice 
ranging from companion animal 
training to preventative and 
emergency pet health care and 
will feature controversial topics 
such as the use of drugs in horse 
racing, laboratory animal experi-
mentation, and dogfighting. 
The HSUS has joined forces 
with the Action Line Group, na-
tionally syndicated television pro-
ducers, to produce the series. The 
show will be hosted by broadcast 
journalistH.I. "Sonny" Bloch and 
produced by Gail Nemec. 
"Pet Action Line" is currently 
being released to more than 900 
communities through cable sys-
tems and will be made available 
to public broadcasting, cable, and 
commercial stations nationwide. 
''A weekly television program 
addressing the importance of ani-
Reaction to the Alert 
The early response to our first 
Animal Activist Alert, published 
in October, indicates we have a 
hit on our hands. Lots of Action 
Alert Team members have written 
us with congratulations and help-
ful comments. 
"As a member [of the Action 
Alert Team] ... ! received my first 
Animal Activist Alert, which I 
find most informative," writes Ms. 
Winifred Reuter from Florida. "I 
am a dedicated 'letter writer,' so 
this is a welcome addition to your 
other fine publications." 
This four-page quarterly is 
written specifically for HSUS 
members on the Action Alert 
Team. Regular departments keep 
members current on fast-break-
ing federal and state legislative 
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Sonny Bloch (left) and producer Gail Nemec of the ''Pet Action Line'' join HS US 
President John A. Hoyt in announcing a new television venture for 1984. 
mals in our lives and the ways in 
which The HSUS is working to 
eliminate the suffering and abuse 
they endure has been one of our 
major goals for several years," 
said HSUS President Hoyt. "We 
news. The Alert also covers HSUS 
campaigns and issues and empha-
sizes how readers can be instru-
mental in HSUS campaigns. Many 
of our ideas involve writing to leg-
islators or companies. We've al-
ready found that letters do work. 
One of our stories, for instance, 
covered sweepstakes that offer 
fur coats as grand prizes. We asked 
our readers to write to the sweep-
stakes companies in protest. The 
Action Alert Team received re-
sponses from the companies and 
sent copies of them to The HSUS. 
A representative from the In-
dependent Judging Organization, 
Inc., responded to our readers' 
protest letters with the following: 
"When choosing prizes for a 
sweepstakes, we usually try to 
tailor them for the market we are 
selling to- in this case, women. 
Judging from the large amount of 
are tremendously excited at the 
possibilities this medium provides 
for advancing the rights and wel-
fare of animals." 
mail received, I am doubtful that 
fur coats will appear as a prize 
again." 
In conjunction with our cam-
paign against Norwegian fish prod-
ucts, we asked readers to locate 
Norwegian sardines and salmon 
at their markets and send us the 
distributors' names and addresses. 
Readers responded immediately. 
Our completed list, updated as 
new information comes in, will 
help our members tell Norway 
that we won't eat their seafood 
until they agree to stop whaling. 
We aren't really surprised by 
all of this. The Action Alert Team 
has a history of writing many 
very effective letters when The 
HSUS asks them to speak up on 
an issue. "We've really plugged a 
great source of dedicated energy," 
says editor Martha Finney. 
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Introduction 
From the time of its founding al-
most thirty years ago, The HSUS 
has attempted to improve the condi-
tions under which food animals are 
transported and slaughtered. In the 
late 1970s, however, it became im-
perative to address the cruelty and 
deprivation endured by animals raised 
in intensive confinement. Factory 
farming- the highly automated, cap-
ital-intensive system of raising ani-
mals for food- was causing millions 
of animals unnecessary stress, dis-
tress, and increased susceptability 
to disease. 
Through our publication Factory 
Farming, we alerted our members to 
the deprivation caused veal calves 
by confinement in stalls too small 
for them to stand up, turn around, or 
groom, and by diets inadequate in 
iron. We described hog confinement 
systems in which sows wer€ kept te-
thered in small, concrete stalls for 
months at a time; laying hens jam-
med five or six to a tiny wire cage, in 
banks of thousands of cages, for their 
entire lives; the unsheltered, unsani-
tary conditions of beef cattle feed-
lots; and the "burning out" of dairy 
cattle forced to produce enormous 
quantities of milk in a short produc-
tive lifetime. We, and others, saw 
that animal distress was being treated 
through massive drug regimens to 
quell epidemics of disease and that 
such drugs could pose a hazard to 
human health. 
The general public, despite our 
best efforts, remained, by and large, 
ignorant of the pressing problems 
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affecting food animals until a 1980 
Smithsonian magazine article by 
David Nevin and, soon after, the tel-
evision program "20/20," documented 
the plight of animals condemned to 
life on factory farms. In response, 
members of congress demanded more 
information on the humane and ethi-
cal concerns we and others had raised. 
Animal-production scientists, whose 
research is supported mainly by 
agribusiness and the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture (USDA), pub-
lished a report for the Council for 
Agricultural Science and Technolo-
gy (CAST) entitled "Scientific As-
pects of the Welfare of Food Ani-
mals" in 1981. It, unfortunately, rec-
ognized few of the welfare concerns 
that HSUS Scientific Director Dr. 
Michael Fox (who was a contributor) 
and The HSUS had raised. But it 
was not entirely a whitewash. Farm 
animal scientists, for the first time, 
were beginning to look at animals 
not simply in order to enhance their 
productivity and efficiency, but also 
to determine animals' wants and needs 
and to accept the challenge of devel-
oping scientific methods objectively 
to determine animals' well-being. 
The CAST report helped open up 
farm animal welfare as a legitimate 
field of scientific enquiry in the U.S., 
and scientists quickly became more 
appreciative of the kinds of research 
that had been going on in Europe for 
some years. In response to public 
concern that the farm animal welfare 
movement had generated, the USDA 
awarded a grant of $380,000 to sev-
eral universities to research various 
aspects of stress in farm animals. 
by D~b@r~h Sa!llti'IM9 
ILirndl!l !li1h::itl~y, 
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Although this relatively small 
grant was a welcome first step, sci-
entists such as Dr. Fox remained 
concerned about whether all impor-
tant aspects of farm animal welfare 
would be adequately explored through 
such research. In some areas, such 
as the raising of milk-fed veal 
calves, enough preliminary data ex-
isted to undertake a successful na-
tional public awareness campaign 
(see the Spring 1982 HSUS News). 
However, in other areas, we saw 
that more data would have to be 
analyzed and interpreted. 
New Publications, New Ideas 
Dr. Fox has now completed a new 
book which underscores the impor-
tance of animal-behavior studies in 
observing humane husbandry sys-
tems. Farm Animals: Husbandry, Be-
havior, and Veterinary Practice is a 
major reference text for students, re-
searchers, veterinarians, agricultural 
engineers, farm animal scientists, and 
interested laypersons. 
Farm Animals should provide the 
information needed by experts to 
formulate humane husbandry sys-
tems, codes of practice, farm animal 
welfare legislation, and guidelines. 
It established farm animal welfare 
as a scientific discipline in its own 
right, a discipline which needs to be 
incorporated into the teaching cur-
ricula of veterinary and agricultural 
schools for the benefit of not only 
the animals, but also all those in-
volved in farming enterprises. 
Farm Animals shows very clearly 
that most factory farming systems 
for livestock and poultry are stressful 
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to the animal, cause unnecessary 
distress and suffering, and increase 
the animals' susceptibility to infec" 
tions and metabolic diseases. 
While much of the material in 
Farm Animals draws upon the de-
cades of research done by European 
scientists, considerable supporting 
evidence from U.S. animal scientists 
and veterinarians is included as well. 
The data show clearly that, without 
extensive reliance upon drugs (a 
known consumer health risk), fac-
tory-farmed animals will have re-
duced productivity, profitability, 
and increased incidence of stress-re-
lated diseases. It is ironic that 
American researchers have ignored 
the implications of their own find-
ings. To challenge factory farming 
could mean a loss of their jobs and 
research grants. It is understandable, 
even if it is ethically reprehensible, 
therefore, that the American Veteri-
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The bucolic life lived by beef cattle in this USDA photo (left) is only 
a dream to the animals (above) confined in overcrowded, unsanitary, 
unshaded feedlots. 
nary Medical Association's Animal 
Welfare Committee gave a virtual 
carte blanche approval of factory 
farming in its first report to the 
membership. When serious animal 
health and welfare problems are de-
nied and rationalized in this way, we 
must question the ties between or-
ganized veterinary medicine, the 
pharmaceutical industry, and agri-
business. It is difficult for veterinar-
ians, like animal scientists, to be tru-
ly objective about the toll factory 
farming takes in animal suffering 
since their perceptions of intensive 
livestock and poultry farming are 
colored by their professional vested 
interests. So important do we con-
sider Farm Animals that we are 
making the book an integral part of 
our public awareness campaign on 
farm animals. An HSUS press con-
ference announcing publication of 
the book will be held in February in 
conjunction with Rep. James How-
ard's office in the House of Repre-
sentatives office building. Rep. 
Howard is the sponsor of H.R. 3170, 
the farm animal welfare bill under 
consideration in the House (see 
"Federal Report"). Representatives 
of the general-interest media, agri-
business trade publications, and ap-
propriate congressional staff people 
will be invited to learn about this in-
fluential new book. 
Dr. Fox has also prepared for The 
HSUS an informational monograph 
entitled Farm Animal Welfare and 
the Human Diet, which will strengthen 
the humane and ethical principles 
shared by those who feel a responsi-
bility for the animals we use and ex-
ploit. 
According to this publication, fac-
tory farming, in the long run, bene-
fits no one-not the banks that hope 
to profit from a farmer's two-mil-
lion-dollar mortgage on a new pig 
"factory"; not farmers, consumers 
and taxpayers; not the animals. A 
big "factory" that relies heavily on 
drugs to boost animal production 
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and prevent diseases puts local farm-
ers out of business and generates 
food products that wise people avoid. 
Its inherent problems create more 
jobs for research scientists and state 
and federal regulatory bureaucracies 
-mainly at taxpayers' expense. 
How all of us can "eat with con-
science" to improve animal welfare; 
improve family farmers' welfare; im-
prove personal and family health; 
and, by eating less of all farm animal 
produce, contribute to the nation's 
best interest and alleviate worldwide 
starvation is the important contribu-
tion of Farm Animal Welfare and the 
Human Diet. 
While the picture is complicated, 
there is much that concerned hu-
manitarians can do to help trans-
form agriculture and improve the 
welfare of farm animals. 
If you buy meat products, first, to 
ensure that your diet does not in-
Dust, low light, and inadequate ventila-
tion contribute to the nightmarish atmo-
sphere in this overcrowded broiler chicken 
factory (above). In the broiler operation 
at right, better ventilation and lower ani-
mal densities improve the living condi-
tions for inhabitants. 
directly support the inhumane rear-
ing of farm animals, buy only pro-
ducts from animals that have been 
raised under more humane condi-
tions and received good care during 
their growing period prior to slaughter, 
or during their productive lives on 
the farm. At present, we have no 
direct way of knowing in the grocery 
store which products satisfy these 
criteria. But, until livestock and 
poultry producer associations estab-
lish and enforce their own humane 
codes and humane labeling on all 
produce, the conscientious consumer 
can, to some degree of accuracy, se-
lect produce on a somewhat arbi-
trary humane scale (on the opposite 
page). If you wish to include meat 
and other animal produce in your 
diet, this grading system will be help-
ful as a start. 
In grading some husbandry sys-
tems as being more inhumane than 
others, there is no intention to sug-
gest that farmers are deliberately 
cruel or indifferent toward their ani-
mals. Rather, many farmers have been 
obliged for financial reasons and co-
erced by agribusiness to adopt costly 
industrialized factory methods of 
animal production. The good farm-
ers' alternatives are either to go out 
of business and give up generations 
of traditional culture, wisdom, and 
values, or to adopt methods that 
many would sooner not use for obvi-
ous humane reasons. There is a third 
alternative, and that is for a strong 
alliance to be forged between con-
sumers and all farmers who care for 
the well-being of their land and live-
stock, be they owner-operators or cor-
porate contract managers. 
The humaneness of any husband-
ry system is also influenced by the 
attitude of persons tending the ani-
mals and the quality of care and at-
tention given to each animal. While 
an intrinsically inhumane, restricting, 
depriving, or overcrowded and stress-
ful environment for the animals can 
only be worsened by indifferent hu-
man attention and barely improved 
by careful attention; the quality of 
human care does play an extremely 
important role in those systems des-
ignated as being "less inhumane." 
Basically, the less inhumane, less au-
tomated and industrialized husband-
ry systems depend greatly upon re-
fined husbandry skill and high quality 
human attention, vastly different from 
the management techniques needed 
to operate a highly automated factory 
system. 
Once you get used to the idea of 
buying and eating with conscience, 
becoming even more selective and 
conscientious comes easily and brings 
many rewards, including better 
health and the certain knowledge 
that by changing your consumer 
habits you are making a personal 
contribution to improving the wel-
fare of farm animals and actually 
helping reduce the rate of ecological 
~ entropy through unselfish frugality. 
::> In the final analysis, this is enlight-
~ ened self-interest. 
;.._....:::....,_,I 
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Other Positive Signs of Change 
Humane groups are not alone in 
their examination of how the miser-
able existences of factory farm ani-
mals can be improved. The drafting 
of H.R. 3170 to establish a commis-
sion to investigate modern intensive 
farming practices to determine if 
such farm animal husbandry has 
any adverse effect on human health 
and to examine the economic, scien-
tific, and ethical considerations of 
animals' welfare is a promising sign. 
For the first time in the history of 
the U.S. Congress, there could be a 
commission to look at intensive 
methods of livestock and poultry 
husbandry. 
Some agribusiness organizations, 
agricultural companies, and indi-
vidual farmers are also making posi-
tive contributions to enhancing farm 
animal welfare. The Quantock Cor-
poration of the U.K. has established 
its "welfare" veal system in Amer-
ica, and one major veal producer in 
New Jersey, American Feeds and 
Livestock Company, has adopted a 
similar humane alternative to veal 
crates, using straw-bedded group 
pens. Jamie Nicholl, a veal producer 
in Charlottesville, Virginia, is rear-
ing calves on whole milk, eggs, and 
in large enclosures with bedding ma-
terial. Iowa hog farmer Arthur Neh-
ring won a patent case for his decon-
finement concept for housing pigs. 
The solar-heated building has a plu-
rality of rest areas, a common feed 
area, and interconnected, maze-like 
passageways which allow the ani-
mals great freedom and control over 
their social environment. 
The Washington-based United 
Egg Producers Association recently 
published "Recommended Guide-
lines of Husbandry Practices for 
Laying Hens." It recommends that 
bird density shall not exceed the 
capability of any specific house to 
maintain a suitable environment 
(this is a dubious, if not worthless, 
recommendation, however), feeding 
and water space, and the normal 
behavior and health status of the 
birds. Among other things, it recom-
mends that the transporting of live 
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Dairy cattle are the least intensively raised and 
confmed of all farm animals, although there are 
some large-scale dairy "factories," especially 
on the west coast. 
Animals have some freedom in deep-litter sheds 
and have a relatively short life, but conditions 
are often not conducive to animal well-being. 
Even though cattle are raised on grass/range-
land (where over-grazing and impact 
on wildlife habitat are problems), most are 
"fmished" on com and legumes in feedlots, a 
questionable use of natural resources and plant 
protein. Such diets are stressful. Furthermore, 
beef cattle are subjected to hot-iron branding 
and are castrated and dehorned without 
anesthetics. 
While the majority of animals are not subjected 
to intensive confinement rearing, indiscriminate 
predator control in western states raises serious 
ethical and ecological concerns. 
Many (but not all) are raised and "finished" in total 
confmement, and breeding sows are often subjected 
to unnecessary privation, confmed in stalls, or 
tethered to the ground by a short chain. 
Most eggs come from battery-caged hens, the 
birds usually being extremely overcrowded to 
maximize profits. 
"Fancy" or milk-fed veal is usually from calves 
raised alone in narrow crates that severely restrict 
their freedom of movement. 
*No system of animal production (including transportation and slaughter) can be considered 
absolutely humane. In essence, some methods and systems are less inhumane than others, rather 
than being humane per se. 
birds should be done by knowledge-
able and skilled handlers. Also in-
cluded are much needed recommen-
dations for disposal of baby chicks 
that conform with The HSUS's rec-
ommendations of using carbon diox-
ide gas. 
The National Pork Producers Coun-
cil has issued a statement on animal 
welfare that does acknowledge and 
begin to address the questions of 
welfare for hogs in confinement. 
Dr. Fox has been invited to speak 
to a number of agribusiness and pro-
ducer associations, independent farm-
ers' organizations, and agricultural col-
leges. Invitations-all accepted- to 
be interviewed by or write for a num-
ber of major agribusiness and farm-
ers' magazines, have done much to 
establish a coinmon bond between 
animal welfarists and humane and 
ecologically-minded farmers, agri-
business persons, academicians, and 
legislators. 
Agribusiness Opposition 
The HSUS faces outright opposi-
tion from agribusiness on these is-
sues. Reactions from the agribusi-
ness community (especially to Fac-
tory Farming) via farm magazines 
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This farming operation (right) gives new 
meaning to the description ''pig factory." 
The difference below is obvious: animals 
can move about with some freedom, with 
shelter from the elements and afiequate 
bedding. The animals' tails are not docked, 
a sign that the cannibalism found in over-
crowded swine systems is not a problem 
here. 
and newspapers, have ranged from 
outright denial that factory farming 
can be inhumane to stating that our 
concerns were misinformed, senti-
mental, and anthropomorphic. One 
university professor and depart-
ment chairman, in defense of the sta-
tus quo, stated in one agribusiness 
magazine that "farm animals do not 
have emotions,'' implying that they 
cannot suffer from the extreme dep-
rivation, frustration, and crowding 
stress that are inherent aspects of 
factory farming. 
Agribusiness, defensive because 
of consumer health concerns over ni-
8 
trites, and hormone and antibiotic 
residues in farm animal produce, has 
been under pressure from organic 
farming advocates and farmers' or-
ganizations that see agribusiness as 
a threat to the livelihood of the in-
dependent mid-sized family farm. 
With the considerable media at-
tention that the agribusiness estab-
lishment generated between 1980 and 
1982 by their opposition to and de-
nial of our concerns, fueled further 
by The HSUS's nationwide "No Veal 
This Meal" campaign, the smoke-
screen began to lift. Agribusiness 
spokespersons proclaimed that "farm 
animal welfare is the issue of the 
nineteen eighties, and it won't go 
away." 
The American Farm Bureau Feder-
ation objected to The HSUS's Hu-
mane Education Curriculum Guide 
developed by The National Associa-
tion for the Advancement of Hu-
mane Education for use in schools. 
The Farm Bureau attempted to have 
this guide for teachers censored and 
blocked in Utah schools. 
The Problems of Agribusiness 
The over-reaction to this guide 
and to our farm animal welfare pro-
gram has given us more beneficial 
publicity than we could have ever 
hoped for. It reflects the paranoia of 
capital-intensive agriculture that is 
creating its own nemesis (which we 
have termed "agricide"). The in-
dustry rationalizes and denies that 
it is inhumane to animals or respon-
sible for increased consumer health 
risks from antibiotics and other 
drugs given to animals to boost pro-
ductivity and to prevent diseases, 
diseases that are the direct result of 
the stresses of intensive confinement 
husbandry practices. Agribusiness 
continues to deny that it is responsi-
ble for pesticide, herbicide, and other 
agrichemical contaminants in our 
food and water and in our own bod-
ies as well as responsibility for a de-
cline in the quality of rural life, and 
the demise of the family farm, with 
thousands being forced into bank-
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ruptcy as larger factory farms take 
over and reap short-term economic 
advantages. 
Future Directions 
There are an estimated 700,000 
small farms and part-time farmers 
in the U.S. now who do not follow 
HSUS Farm Animal Materials 
Factory .Farming (1980) describes 
in detail how farm animals are 
raised and what humane reforms 
are needed. $1.00. 
Farm Animal Welfare and the 
Human Diet (1983), by Dr. Mi-
chael Fox, reviews the connec-
tions between how farm animals 
are raised and the hazards to hu-
man health that are the result. 
This report also gives details as 
to how one can "eat with con-
science" to help reduce animal 
suffering, loss of natural re-
sources, and improve one's health. 
$2.25. 
Humane Concerns of Factory Farm-
ing (1981) A slide show with cas-
sette tape commentary on modem 
farming methods. (Script booklet 
included.) $55.00. 
Fact Sheets on Factory Farming 
(1983) Separate fact sheets on 
dairy cattle, veal, beef, laying 
hens, broiler chickens, and hogs 
describe how the animals are raised, 
what humane reforms are needed, 
. and what you can do to help. $1.00 
per set oJ six. 
Farm Animals: Husbandry, Be-
havior, and Veterinary Practice 
(1984) A 288-page scientific book 
by Dr. Michael Fox, with an ana-
lysis of various intensive farm 
animal husbandry systems current-
ly in operation in the U.S. and Eu-
rope and what reforms are needed. 
$19.96 (price includes a 20% dis-
count for HSUS members). 
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FARM ANIMAL WELFARE: NEW DIRECTIONS AND DEVELOPMENTS 
agribusiness practices of chemically 
producing crops and raising animals 
in factories. These farmers are con-
tributing more and more to local sup-
ply and demand, while agribusiness 
is focusing more and more on raising 
crops and animal produce for export 
and setting up colonies of U.S. agri-
business technology, genetic stock, 
and chemical and drug dependence 
abroad. Many states, such as New 
Hampshire, Vermont, and Michigan, 
are actively supporting the forma-
tion of marketing, distribution, and 
information networks for farmers 
who wish to sell their produce local-
ly at farmers' markets. A cautiously 
optimistic rejuvenation of the small 
farm is occurring nationwide. These 
farms are concentrating on supplying 
local goods to suburban and urban 
areas within their regions. Agricul-
tural college and USDA farm exten-
sion advisors are looking for informa-
tion resources to help small farm 
operators. These resources are in 
great demand but short supply since 
most research and development has 
been focused on agribusiness' fac-
tory-scale farming operations. 
Consumers still have a choice be-
tween local and "health" foods, and 
processed, "convenience," "fast," 
and imported foods. But the choice 
is shrinking, as it is for finding 
animal produce from animals raised, 
transported, and slaughtered hu-
manely. We should, therefore, sup-
port local farmers' and "organic pro-
ducers" markets and, at the same 
time, work toward humane and eco-
logically sound reforms in agribusi-
ness. 
However, in spite of the signifi-
cant headway that the farm animal 
welfare and agricultural reform 
movements have made, we should 
heed the Battelle Memorial Insti-
tute's study entitled "Agriculture 
2000-A Look At The Future." 
Battelle forecasts that there will 
be more and larger confinement 
systems of livestock and poultry 
production. Several studies have 
shown that these systems, requiring 
considerable capital to erect, are 
also costly to maintain and require 
considerable energy to run, in con-
trast with less intensive systems. 
Then there are serious problems of ma-
nure disposal, water pollution and air 
pollution with odors which prohibit 
confinement systems from populated 
areas. In less populated farming 
areas, they will contribute to the 
bankruptcy of local farmers, and 
since they are highly automated, 
they will contribute also to local un-
employment. Manufacturers of 
swine confinement buildings have 
been strongly opposed by the Center 
for Rural Affairs in Nebraska, and 
local communities and the Michigan 
Federation of Humane Societies are 
actively opposing one company seek-
ing over one million dollars in public 
funds to set up swine factories in 
Michigan. These systems benefit only 
the manufacturers, and the power, 
petrochemical, and drug companies. 
The Battelle Institute predicts 
that genetic engineering will be an 
integral part of agribusiness enter-
prises. Genetically engineered ani-
mals may be even more dependent 
upon antibiotics and hormones to 
maintain health and productivity. 
Conclusion 
Our agricultural base is our 
life-support system, not simply the 
cornerstone of the industrial sys-
tem. The social, ecological, and polit-
ical ramifications linked with our 
concern for the welfare of farm ani-
mals has drawn The HSUS into a 
wide-ranging and complex arena. It 
is clear that we will have to continue 
our efforts to inform the general 
public, encourage the small or med-
ium-scale, humane farmer, support 
important legislation, and promote 
scientific exploration of farm animal 
welfare throughout the eighties, and 
beyond; otherwise, the suffering of 
farm animals will become even great-
er and "agricide" may be irreversible. 
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Change 
In Your 
Pet's Behavi r 
by Martha t Finney 
When a well-behaved animal 
suddenly starts to bark, 
spray, or chew the sofa, 
a change in your lifestyle 
may be the cause. 
Illustrations by Dianne Engleke 
Susan and her husband waited a 
long time to have a baby. When 
Jeremy finally came along, they 
never dreamed that their gentle six-
year-old, mixed-breed dog, Scarlet, 
would cause trouble. At first, Scar-
let ignored the baby, but by the time 
Jeremy had started crawling, the 
dog had begun to growl and bare its 
teeth at the baby. The problem be-
came so severe that the new parents 
realized they had to act or give up 
their beloved Scarlet for Jeremy's 
sake. They decided to consult an ani-
mal behaviorist. 
This professional spent forty-five 
minutes in their home, observed the 
baby-pet interaction, and suggested 
a behavior modification strategy 
that has successfully preserved 
Scarlet's place in the family. The be-
haviorist noted that the smiling, 
crawling baby was inadvertantly in-
viting the dog to fight. Jeremy, in 
his crawling position, made eye-to 
-eye contact with Scarlet, and, in 
smiling, bared his teeth. These two 
factors spelled confrontation to Scar-
let, and it returned the gesture by 
baring its teeth and growllng-its 
way of saying "I was here first-beat 
it." 
Scarlet's unacceptable behavior 
was a symptom of its insecurity. 
The behaviorist told the worried 
parents that they had both to dem-
onstrate to the dog what its place 
was in the family and show it that it 
hadn't lost their affections. Every-
time Scarlet threatened Jeremy, the 
behaviorist told them, they should 
clap their hands and shout, "Scarlet, 
no!," then offer the dog a toy as a 
distraction. The behaviorist also 
urged them to give Scarlet its own 
time with them by taking the dog 
for regular walks. 
After three weeks of this consis-
tent treatment, the parents noticed 
that Scarlet and Jeremy had become 
playmates. 
"Now Scarlet really wants to be 
Jeremy's friend," Susan notes, "We 
had a success story and I'm glad of 
it." 
Whenever pets suddenly change 
their behavior, the pet owner's anx-
iety, guilt, and grief can be just as 
strong as they would be if a family 
member had a mental health or physi-
cal problem. In dealing with a trou-
bled animal, the pet owner does not 
have the luxury of a shared verbal 
language with which to ask, "What's 
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the matter with you?" The best peo-
ple can do is try to avoid problems 
before they start, study the behavior 
problem to find the solution, and 
turn to a veterinarian, animal behav-
iorist, or humane society for advice. 
For many of us, the final considera-
tion is "How long can I tolerate this 
new behavior and what will I do 
once I can't?" 
There is, of course, no such thing 
as a dog or cat guaranteed not to 
bark, chew, howl, spray, scratch, or 
soil the house. However, no pet is 
guaranteed the most stable, con-
stant, and ideal conditions in which 
to live, either. Today, many pet-
owning households break up in di-
vorce; families and single people 
move from large houses to small 
apartments; and a home can change 
its cast of characters as family 
members move away, move in, get 
married, or die. Even in the most 
stable of households, someone is 
bound to go away to college and 
leave the devoted pet behind. The 
troubled pet might react to these 
changes by barking, destroying the 
furniture, spraying the dining room 
potted palm, or repeatedly jumping 
the backyard fence to wander the 
streets. The educated pet owner will 
try to keep a beloved animal safe 
and well-behaved by compensating 
for the unpleasant change, whatever 
it may be, and helping the animal 
cope. Although many changes in 
lifestyle are beyond the control of 
the pet owner, with insight and em-
pathy, that person can control the 
pet's reaction to such changes. 
Conversely, the careless or insen-
sitive pet owner can also make mat-
ters worse. One woman, for instance, 
shared a spacious home with two 
very large, purebred dogs, three 
cats, and a human friend. Every-
thing was ideal: there was plenty of 
space, and the roommate worked at 
home so there was also companion-
ship for the animals. Suddenly, how-
ever, the roommate had to move away 
and the set-up crumbled. The wo-
man was left with one large dog, one 
cat, and a small efficiency apartment 
in which to live. When the dog, alone, 
missed the estranged roommate, it 
took out its frustration on the small 
apartment. First, it attacked a pillow, 
but each day cost the woman one 
more item in the apartment, including 
the kitchen floor's peeling tiles. The 
dog chewed everything. Finally, af-
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Even in the most stable of 
households, someone is 
bound to go away to college 
and leave the devoted pet behind. 
ter the apartment was virtually de-
stroyed, the woman came home to 
bits of foam rubber, all that was left 
of the sofa. She had reached the end 
of her rope. She gave the dog up for 
adoption. Had she considered the 
changes from which the dog was suf-
fering-losing home, daytime com-
panion, and room to romp-she might 
have chosen to remain in the house 
and advertise for a new roommate. 
Or, she could have moved the group 
to a more affordable house. Because 
of her thoughtlessness, she, the dog, 
and her savings account suffered. 
"Destruction," says Maryland-
based animal behaviorist Ginger Ham-
ilton, "is usually caused by stress. 
The owner can prevent it." 
"We live in a world with pets, and 
we've stressed them," she contin-
ues, "If your pets mean something 
to you, you must correct the [prob-
lem] situation." 
Just identifying a behavior prob-
lem can be difficult. While, to an ig-
norant pet owner, a black cat shed-
ding on a white sofa might be reason 
enough to get rid of the cat, to an-
other, more realistic one, a bit of oc-
casional damage to the house itself 
might be a small price to pay for tak-
ing care of a beloved dependent. 
Recognizing that each home, hu-
man, and pet is different, Dr. Mi-
chael Fox, scientific director of The 
HSUS, defines a behavior problem 
in two ways: the behavior must 
cause the person stress and/or be in-
dicative of stress in the animal. 
The source of the animal's stress 
is not always immediately apparent. 
Scarlet, for example, was not stressed 
by the introduction of the new baby 
into the household; it was only when 
the baby was old enough to exhibit a 
threatening action that the dog re-
acted. If the behaviorist had simply 
jumped to the obvious conclusion 
that Scarlet resented the baby, the 
dog could not have remained in that 
home. It was only through under-
standing canine behavior that this 
counselor was able to pinpoint the 
exact problem and foresee that it 
could be solved. 
Another young couple with a 
well-behaved, four-year-old dog 
moved from a cramped, one-bed-
room apartment into a house with a 
large, fenced yard. To the casual eye, 
this was an ideal change. No longer 
would the dog be restricted to regi-
mented, if regular, walks on a leash. 
Instead, it could enjoy the great out-
doors alone in the yard for hours at a 
time. Surprisingly, the dog began 
cowering by the backdoor and, most 
unusually, on several occasions, it 
urinated in the house. The problem? 
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Is there a new baby? 
The dog felt it had been banished to 
the backyard. It missed its regular 
evening rounds with the folks. 
"You'd think he would love the 
backyard as an outdoor haven with 
trees and squirrels and room to run," 
said the woman, "but the high point 
of his day was that regular 8:00 p.m. 
jog around the block with us." The 
couple, with their long experience of 
successful pet ownership, had to ex-
ercise a little extra insight in order to 
realize that although the dog had been 
given an enlarged world, it still 
thrived on the daily, personal atten-
tion of its human companions. Once 
the evening ritual was returned to 
the dog's routine, the problem disap-
peared. 
When a well-behaved pet starts 
showing troubled behavior, it's im-
portant not to react with anger. It's 
time to look around its environment 
to see what major element in its life 
might have changed, says Dr. Fox. 
Has its routine been modified? Has 
a beloved family member left home? 
Has the pet owner gotten married? 
Has the new spouse brought along a 
pet that was the favorite in the 
original household? Has furniture 
been moved around in the pet's fav-
orite room? Is there a new baby? In 
such obvious cases, it's not hard to 
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understand the pet's anxiety be-
cause humans also react to jealous-
ies and insecurities. 
"Emotionally, animals are more 
similar to humans than they are dif-
ferent," says Dr. Fox. 
In analyzing a troubled pet's 
behavior and its causes, Dr. Fox 
recommends the following steps: 
1. Know your animal's normal hab-
its. The pet owner who knows the 
animal's regular habits of eating, 
playing, and going for walks will 
know that something is wrong when 
the animal suddenly loses interest in 
any part of its regular routine. 
2. Know your own behavior pat-
terns. In order to evaluate how a pet 
is responding to its owner, that per-
son must act in a consistent manner 
if he or she expects consistently good 
behavior from the animal. People also 
need to know themselves well enough 
to know when their pets are manipu-
lating them. Only then can discip-
line be confidently and humanely ap-
plied. -
3. Recognize and accept normal be-
havior. No matter how educated the 
pet owner might be concerning the 
animal, it's possible to misinterpret 
normal animal behavior as abnor-
mal. For instance, cats may spit or 
scratch if touched at the base of the 
tail or on the abdomen. This seem-
ingly hostile behavior occurs simply 
because many cats feel vulnerable at 
these places. Young dogs might uri-
nate in a submissive gesture to the 
owner. This is not "misbehaving" or 
a sign of incontinence. It's an action 
that harkens back to the days of 
wild dog packs. 
4. Know how to spot abnormal be-
havior. If a dog suddenly becomes 
either aggressive or fearful or if a cat 
suddenly becomes unhousebroken, 
this is a sign of either a physical or 
emotional problem. 
"Always remember this rule: do 
not judge the animal's behavior as 
good or bad, but look under the sur-
face-fear, anxiety, aggression-for 
a possible cause," says Dr. Fox, "Al-
so, a veterinary examination is in 
order at this stage to rule out the 
possibility of some underlying phys-
ical cause." 
5. Look for a change in social rela-
tionships. A new personality, animal 
or human, in the household can re-
order the hierarchy. The only dog 
meeting the new baby for the first 
time must somehow identify where 
that baby fits in the household's 
"pack." Cats often refuse to use the 
litter box when there is a change in 
the family. It's important to reas-
sure the cat and keep it secure in the 
bathroom with box, food, and water 
for a few days to reinforce its litter 
box habit. The sequestered cat, how· 
ever, needs supervised time-outs 
from the bathroom so that it gets 
the loving companionship it was used 
to before the upsetting change had 
occurred. 
6. Know the specific traits of the 
pet's breed and specifics of its en-
vironmental influences. Siamese 
cats, for instance, are talkers. Con-
stant meowing is a delight to some 
owners, a nuisance to others. Cocker 
spaniels, says Dr. Hamilton, tend to 
bark more than the average dog, ter-
riers tend to be aggressive when dis-
ciplined. A young dog that is intro-
duced into a home only after spend-
ing its first four months in a kennel 
is not going to warm up to the fami-
ly as quickly as it might have had it 
been taken home as an eight-week-
old puppy and given loving care. 
7. Be sensitive to individual fears. A 
cat or dog that fears thunderstorms, 
people in uniforms, strangers, riding 
in cars, etc., needs to have those 
phobias respected. Dr. Fox also 
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points out that many of these fears 
can be gently overcome by gradual 
desensitization, often with tranquil-
izers. 
Dr. Hamilton advises that, be-
cause . modern households are so 
changeable (and insecure for the 
pet), it can be a good idea to give the 
pet a companion animal of its own. 
If the second animal is assimilated 
into the household before predict-
able trouble appears (the primary 
pet owner going off to college, for in-
stance), this animal will give the 
first pet companionship, diversion, 
and a thread of continuity. Don't, 
however, try to remedy an already 
bad situation by bringing in a sec-
ond pet. 
"By the time people have the mis-
behavior problem," says Dr. Hamil-
ton, "it's too late for a second pet." 
She also warns against having 
more than two cats in a household. 
Cats, however social they 10.ay be, 
are not pack animals. Although a 
multitude of happy, multi-cat 
households exists, the situation can 
cause problems. One woman had 
five cats living in her home, and she 
inadvertently encouraged more visi-
tors by installing a ·cat door. "I 
would come home sometimes and 
there would be cats in the living-
Cocker spaniels tend 
to bark more than 
the average dog. 
Shirt Success 
room that were't even mine," she 
said. A boundary dispute eventually 
erupted and her house reeked of cat 
. odors. She tried to stop the spraying 
by closing off the cat door. That 
didn't work. Knowing that the odor 
only encouraged more spraying, she 
diligently cleaned her house con-
stantly. She was forced to conclude 
that her own cats, which had lived 
together peacefully for quite some 
time, were continuing the spraying. 
Despite her best efforts, she reached 
her tolerance level and gave four of 
the cats to the animal shelter. Heart-
broken, she watches the surviving 
cat in hopes that, since the competi-
tion is eliminated, the spraying has 
finally stopped. 
"Sometimes when we try to be 
kind and take in too many pets, we 
cause suffering and more problems," 
says Phyllis Wright, HSUS vice pres-
ident of companion animals. "This 
example illustrates the suffering that 
can occur when you don't understand 
the species' normal behavior." 
In worrying about a disruptive 
animal, it's important for the pet 
owner to keep a cool head and trace 
the cause of the problem as quickly 
as possible. As changeable as mod-
em society is, there are few guaran-
tees pet owners can offer their pets 
regarding living arrangements and 
roommates. Although these may 
change throughout the pet's life, the 
responsible pet owner's love, care, 
sensitivity, and devotion will last. 
We are again making available our "Club Sandwiches, Not Seals" T-shirts in honor of Seal Day. 
We've sold thousands of this best-seller over the past few years. Order yours now. 
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------------------------~----------------------------Shirts are royal blue with white print. The front reads: CLUB SAND-
WICHES, NOT SEALS; on the back is a picture of a harp seal pup inside 
the HSUS logo. Shirts are available in MEN's sizes S, M, L, XL. (Small fits 
a small woman or large child). Shirts are $6 each ($5.50 each for 4-9 shirts 
and $5 each for 10 or more). 
Please send me ____ shirts at ____ each. 
I need __ small __ medium __ large __ extra large. 
My check (made payable to The HSUS) for$ is enclosed. 
NAME 
ADDRESS ____________________________________________ __ 
CITY STATE ZIP ______ __ 
Please return this coupon with full payment, to SEAL SHIRTS, HSUS, 
2100 L Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20037. Please allow 3 weeks for 
delivery. 
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Time Runs Out 
for ''Gentle Jungle" 
One abusive trainer is investigated by the USDA, but The HSUS 
has found he is only one of many exploiting performing 
animals in movies and television. 
by Sue Pressman 
A recently concluded, year-long 
probe by The HSUS into accusations 
of cruelty to motion picture animals 
has resulted in the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture (USDA) filing charges 
against an animal trainer. For once, 
it looks as if a case of abuse of ani-
mals used by the entertainment indus-
try is not to be swept under the rug. 
In September of 1982, The HSUS 
received its first report that a tiger 
supplied by trainer Ralph Helfer (do-
ing business as "Gentle Jungle") for 
an appearance in the movie "The Beast-
master," had died as a result of cruel 
treatment. Our initial information 
came from a young woman who had 
been a Gentle Jungle trainer assign-
ed to that film. She told a horrifying 
tale of an animal that had been tran-
quilized so it could be dyed black for 
its role. Witnesses claimed the ani-
mal had had a severe reaction to the 
drug and died because no one had 
sought proper veterinary care for 
the complications that arose. We 
also spoke with another witness and 
to the veterinarian who saw the tiger 
only after it was too late to save it. 
Both of them corroborated the young 
woman's account. 
Through our original contact, we 
were put in touch with other former 
Gentle Jungle employees who told of 
equally distressing examples of cruel-
ty, including the beating and result-
ing death of an orangutan. Its crime? 
Daring to "steal" a doughnut! One 
person after another emerged to re-
late their experiences at this facili-
ty-experiences so disturbing that 
they had to leave. 
Our evidence-gathering process 
took place on two coasts. West Coast 
regional investigator Eric Sakach in-
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terviewed experts and witnesses in 
California. The captive wildlife de-
partment tracked down details from 
the Washington office. Throughout, 
we shared our findings with the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture; kept it 
apprised of all developments; and 
continuously pressed it to initiate 
its own investigation. Rumors of 
pending legal action against Gentle 
Jungle circulated for months. At 
last, in November, 1983, we learned 
that USDA had charged Gentle Jun-
gle with repeated violations of the 
Animal Welfare Act (A W A). Accord-
ing to the USDA, Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service officials 
had cited Gentle Jungle for "abus-
ing animals in violation of the Act 
on several occasions resulting in the 
death of various animals." We had 
also kept the U.S. Department of In-
terior informed of our progress. It 
assured us that, as soon as it knew 
that USDA had begun proceedings 
against Mr. Helfer, it would revoke 
his endangered species permit-a per-
mit that allowed him to keep an ani-
mal like the orangutan that had died. 
That a flagrant violator of federal 
animal protection laws will likely be 
punished is good news. However, at 
the same time, other, not so positive 
aspects of the case cannot be over-
looked. First, the process was excru-
ciatingly slow. In 1981, the USDA 
had warned Gentle Jungle "to refrain 
from handling wild animals inhu-
manely and to provide them proper 
care and treatment." But it took an-
other year of non-compliance with 
the law by Mr. Helfer-and of animal 
suffering-to force USDA to yield 
to our request for a new investiga-
tion, one which finally resulted in its 
The death of this Gentle Jungle orangu-
tan is being investigated by USDA. 
seeking prosecution of Mr. Helfer. 
Second, during this probe and dur-
ing work on unrelated cases, we dis-
covered that the Helfer case was not 
an isolated one. 
In reviewing permits relating to 
the seals used in the movie "The 
Golden Seal,'' The HSUS learned that 
one of the animals developed health 
problems related to its nutrition after 
it was returned to Moorpark College, 
a junior college in California that spe-
cializes in "exotic animal training 
and management." 
Our West Coast Regional Office 
and the San Bernardino Valley Hu-
mane Society conducted a raid on a 
private sanctuary in California 
where they discovered a number of 
animals, including a bear owned by 
an animal trainer, in extremely poor 
condition and living in squalor (see 
"Around the Regions"). 
The HSUS has been investigating 
a facility in Nevada that is a "dump-
ing ground'' for animals owned by 
Hollywood and Las Vegas trainers. 
One inspector described it as one of 
the worst places she had ever seen 
and as being rife with deficiencies 
under the A W A. It turns out that, in 
1979, the owner was convicted of 
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cruelty under state law, but the ani-
mals were never confiscated. 
Moviemakers continue to wiretrip 
horses to create spectacular falls, 
despite a "ban" on the practice 
within the jndustry. Animals are 
forced to fall in somersaults that fre-
quently cause injuries-even death. 
There are horses (and other animals) 
trained to fall in a lifelike manner 
without injuring themselves. Of course, 
such animals are more expensive to 
use and, as a result, many producers, 
looking to cut comers, seek the cheap-
est way to create a dramatic effect. 
They simply trip untrained animals. 
Other examples abound. The movie 
"Conan, the Barbarian" not only used 
wiretripping, but it also called for 
the hero to punch a camel and knock 
it down. To guarantee that the camel 
fell, it was placed on a wheeled plat-
form that was yanked out from un-
der it at the moment of impact. Need-
less to say, the director got the ac-
tion he wanted! In another incident, 
a kangaroo died during the filming 
of "The Thorn Birds." Over the 
years, other animals have been har-
assed, stressed, and even killed in 
the process of making "true to life" 
nature films. 
The point is clear: despite the pos-
sibilities afforded by ''trick photo-
graphy,'' the tremendous improve-
ments in special effects and life-like 
"stand-ins," and public protests, 
cruelty to animals may still occur 
during the filming of movies, televi-
sion shows, and commercials. 
Animal abuse off the set, however, 
continues to be pervasive. Many ani-
mals must endure abominable living 
conditions, inhumane training meth-
ods and transportation, and inade-
quate nutrition and veterinary care. 
The American Humane Associa-
tion oversees the use of animals on 
motion picture sets. Through a clause 
in the Screen Actors Guild (SAG) con-
tract, it is allowed to observe action 
involving animals. As a result, mis-
treatment of animals during filming 
in the U.S. has dwindled, but, unfor-
tunately, it has not disappeared en-
tirely ("The Thorn Birds," for exam-
ple, was done in California). Since 
compliance with both the SAG clause 
and the ban on wiretripping is volun-
tary, it is erratic. Much work is done 
outside the U.S. over which AHA 
has no jurisdiction; and, even when 
the work is done in this country, 
AHA inspectors have acknowledged 
in newspaper interviews that they 
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do not always enjoy the cooperation 
of the cast, crew, and trainers. They 
suspect they may have been deceived, 
in some instances, during filming by 
moviemakers who wanted to conceal 
what was actually happening to ani-
mals. 
AHA rates films on the basis of 
whether or not any animal cruelty 
occurred on the set. While these 
ratings have, indeed, been useful in 
deterring cruelty on the sets, AHA 
is unable to monitor animals' living 
conditions during production and 
thus prevent abuse or neglect that 
might occur other than in the actual 
filming. 
It is in these areas that The HSUS 
has concentrated its efforts over the 
years. We have appealed to trainers 
to face up to their responsibilities to 
the animals they use to earn a living. 
We have worked especially hard to 
encourage them to adopt a code of 
ethics which would put pressure 
both on the trainers and on the stu-
dios where they work. At the same 
time, we have insisted that studios, 
directors, producers, and actors re-
fuse to deal with trainers who abuse 
or otherwise inadequately care for 
their animals. We have also written 
to Jack Valenti, president of the Mo-
tion Picture Association of America, 
to demand that he encourage his mem-
bers to take all necessary steps to 
end animal abuse in their industry. 
Twinkle toes, a trained performing horse, 
falls on command to simulate the effect 
unscrupulous producers get from wire-
tripping. 
Unfortunately, we have met with 
intense, hostile resistence on both 
fronts. By their very inaction, show 
business people are contributing in a 
major way to the perpetuation of in-
humane training methods and unac-
ceptable treatment of show business 
animals. Similarly, by their very un-
willingness to clean their own house, 
good trainers share the blame with 
the bad. As far as The HSUS is con-
cerned, until these people step for-
ward to demand professional and 
humane practices by all their col-
leagues, there is no such thing as a 
"good trainer." 
For too long, the whole industry 
has avoided making needed reforms. 
For too long, it has had the attitude 
that it is somehow exempt from laws 
protecting animals, and it has flaunted 
them with impunity. Much of what 
happens could be prosecuted under 
state cruelty statutes, but getting 
witnesses to testify is impossible; 
either a fear of reprisals or a code of 
silence keeps them from coming forth. 
The HSUS is developing a new 
strategy for dealing more severely 
and effectively with those who con-
sider these animals nothing more than 
props. We are more actively seeking 
out information through a network 
of contacts with former trainers, 
sympathetic actors, etc. When we 
have grounds to believe that abuse 
has occurred, we will pursue every 
available avenue of redress. 
We are also planning to alert the 
media to the suffering many animals 
endure in the name of entertainment. 
We hope to interest television and 
motion picture critics in this issue. 
Since most people do not, through 
their patronage, want to be a party 
to such cruelty, reviewers would be 
doing a tremendous public service 
by including information about the 
use of animals when appropriate. We 
would also suggest that our readers 
not wait to write a director or studio 
to protest cruelty in a particular pro-
duction. Rather, you should contact 
your local media to request that 
they give some attention now to this 
most important matter. 
:; Further changes will not come easi-
~ ly but, with a concerted effort on all 
~ of our parts, they will come. The 
::o movie industry must eliminate ani-
gj mal cruelty or suffer the economic 
I consequences. 
Sue Pressman is director of captive 
wildlife protection for The HSUS. 
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HSUS Periodicals: 
Many Ways to Stay Informed 
About Animal Welfare 
We're glad we can count you as part of The HSUS, but we find 
many people aren't aware of the variety of periodicals we publish 
to serve the many different-and important- interests of those in 
animal welfare. 
All of these publications are prepared by The HSUS's nationally 
experienced professional staff. 
Shouldn't you order one today? 
The HSUS News Quarterly membership 
magazine of The Humane Society of the U.S., with 
up-to-date reports on HSUS activities in national, 
international, and regional animal-welfare issues. 
$10 minimum membership contribution. 
Shelter Sense A lively, unique, informative 
newsletter for animal-sheltering and -control 
personnel that offers answers to community animal 
problems. Ten times a year. $5 per subscription. 
Humane Education A practical, colorful 
publication of The HSUS's National Association for 
the Advancement of Humane Education, filled with 
activities and suggestions for classroom teachers 
and educators in animal-welfare organizations, 
animal-control agencies, nature centers, and zoos. 
Quarterly. $7 per year. 
Animal Activist Alert A four-page, quarterly 
newsletter with the latest information on state and federal 
legislation and special activist campaigns. Free to HSUS 
members on our Action Alert Team. 
Kind News I and II A colorful, new tabloid newspaper 
for children. Kind News I is a quarterly for children in grades 
1 through 3. Kind News II is a quarterly for children in 
grades 4 through 6. Available in bulk subscriptions only. 
1 would like to receive these periodicals of The HSUS: 
The HSUS News. Enroll me as a voting member of 
The HSUS ($1 0 for one year) and send me four issues. 
I enclose 
Shelter Sense. Enter a subscription to Shelter Sense 
($5 for one year) and send me ten issues. I enclose 
Animal Activist Alert. I am a voting member ($10 per 
year) of The HSUS. Please add me to the HSUS Action 
Alert Team. 
Kind News I. Enter a subscription to Kind News I ($10 
for 1 year) and send me 35 copies of each of 4 quarter-
ly issues. I enclose 
Kind News II. Enter a subscription to Kind News II ($10 
for 1 year) and send me 35 copies of each of 4 quarter-
ly issues. I enclose 
Humane Education. Enter a subscription to Humane 







Make checks payable to The HSUS. Please return 
this coupon to The HSUS, 2100 L Street, NW, Wash-
ington, DC 20037, along with your payment. 
USUS Loxahatchee Suit 
All But Stymies Hunt 
Staff Biologist Jennifer Lewis (holding envelope) represented us at 
the HSUS-organized protest against the Loxahatchee hunt. 
The hunt that the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (FWS) planned to 
hold in Florida's Loxahatchee Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge took place in 
November, but, as a result of an 
HSUS lawsuit, it was quite different 
from what the agency had had in 
mind (see the Fall1983 HSUS News). 
In September, the FWS published 
final regulations for the hunt, a clear 
sign it was going ahead with its 
plans to kill up to twenty-seven 
deer out of a population of only 180 
to 400. The HSUS immediately sued 
the FWS just before the hunt's 
scheduled beginning, asking for 
both a temporary restraining order 
and a permanent injunction against 
killing animals on land designated 
for their protection. We were joined 
in our suit by the Florida Federation 
of Humane Societies, the Florida So-
ciety for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals, and one of our Florida 
members. Defenders of Wildlife and 
the Florida Audubon Society sued 
on the hunt at the same time, and 
the cases were combined. 
On October 28, Judge Louis Ober-
dorfer in Washington, D.C., granted 
our request for a temporary restrain-
ing order and transferred the case to 
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Florida federal court. The next day, 
the government's attorneys tried to 
get the Florida court to hold an 
emergency hearing on their request 
to allow the hunt. The court refused, 
and the hunt was canceled for the 
first two of its three scheduled 
weekends. Then, a hearing was held 
in the Florida court to determine 
whether Interior Secretary James 
Watt had acted properly in approv-
ing a hunt for Loxahatchee. The 
judge decided that Secretary Watt 
had followed all the established pro-
cedures for holding a hunt, and that 
it could proceed. He lifted the re-
straining order and dismissed the 
cases, allowing the hunt, finally, to 
take place on the third and last 
weekend originally scheduled. Twen-
ty-nine hunters killed two deer dur-
ing this abbreviated slaughter. 
While we feel the judge's decision 
was not the right one, we are happy 
that our action resulted in canceling 
two out of the three hunt weekends, 
especially since the first weekend's 
hunters would have been allowed to 
use bows and arrows and muzzle-
loading guns. (Secretary Watt had, 
earlier, decided to cancel a potential-
ly damaging airboat hunt.) 
This is not the end of the fight. 
Because the judge dismissed the 
cases without a full hearing "on the 
merits,'' and without a chance to 
present witnesses and additional 
evidence, we can and will sue the 
FWS again next year if it attempts 
to hold another hunt. Our public pro-
test, in concert with other ani-
mal-welfare groups, at the refuge on 
November 12 was covered by local 
and state television and newspaper 
reporters and successfully made our 
point that a wildlife refuge is no 
place for hunting. This added public 
awareness may very well help us 
next year if we must make this fight 
once again. 
*** 
In September, the FWS proposed 
allowing or expanding hunting on 
eight national wildlife refuges. This 
brings to over forty the number of 
refuges on which hunting has been 
allowed to encroach in just two 
years. The HSUS protested this ir-
responsible decision to the FWS in 
early October. We continue to op-
pose vehemently every one of these 
proposals as they come up, while 
demanding an end to sport and rec-
reational killing of refuge wildlife. 
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A ONE FAMILY"·'· 
The kinship of all 
living things served 
as the theme of the 
1983 HSUS annual 
conference. 
For the first time in seven years, 
the HSUS annual conference came 
to the southwest in October. No 
matter that three hundred animal-
welfare supporters were venturing 
into the heart of rodeo country (al-
though our anti-rodeo stand brought 
front-page headlines in one Ft. Worth 
newspaper)-our welcome in Ft. Worth 
was warm, nonetheless. 
Wednesday's symposium, "Can 
Love Be Taught?: Empathy, Animals, 
and Education,'' co-sponsored by the 
National Association for the Advance-
ment of Humane Education and the 
Institute for the Study of Animal 
Problems, brought behavioral experts 
Jubilant winner Charlotte Baker Montgomery holds aloft her Joseph Wood Krutch 
Medal during its presentation at Friday's banquet. Chairman of the Board Coleman 
Burke (left) and President John Hoyt lead the banquet guests' applause. 
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from across the country to The HSUS's 
forum. Drs. Michael Fox, Carolyn Zahn 
Waxler of the National Institutes of 
Health, Nancy Eisenberg of Arizona 
State University, and Stephen Kel-
lert of Yale presented papers during 
the morning session. Two panel dis-
cussions completed the afternoon. 
On Thursday and Friday morn-
ings, addresses by President John 
Hoyt, Dr. Richard Morgan of the 
Mobilization for Animals, Dr. Mi-
chael Fox, and Ms. Marilyn Wilhelm 
of the Wilhelm Schole in Houston 
gave conference participants dif-
ferent insights into and interpreta-
tions of the "All One Family" theme. 
NAAHE Director Kathy Savesky intro-
duces Kind News to humane educators 
during her HSUS workshop. She also 
acted as moderator for the NAAHEI 
!SAP symposium, "Can Love Be Taught?: 
Empathy, Animals, and Education," held 
on Wednesday. 
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Both afternoons were filled with work-
shops-ten each day-to challenge and 
inform members, animal-welfare pro-
fessionals, and humane society vol-
unteers alike. What energy partici-
pants had left over fueled explora-
tion of the colorful Texas country-
side, attendance at the humane edu-
cators' sharing session, and touring 
the nearby Waterfall Ranch (see the 
Falll982 HSUS News) where endan-
gered species are raised for eventual 
return to the wild. 
Texan Charlotte Baker Montgom-
ery, an educator instrumental for dec-
ades in bringing humane ethics into 
the classroom, received The HSUS's 
Joseph Wood Krutch Medal at Friday's 
banquet. 
Each conference develops a unique 
personality and Ft. Worth's was no 
exception. The tightly-packed pro-
gram, extremely comfortable accom-
modations, and unusually articulate, 
involved group of participants com-
bined to make this conference among 
our most valuable and enjoyable. 
Cali' 4nia Bound 
The HSUS will hold its 1984 an-
nual conference in San Diego, Cal-
ifornia, from October 24 through 
October 27. What better way to 
fend off winter's icy blasts than to 
make plans now to join us in sunny 
southern California this autumn? Re-
member, our west coast conferences 
are always among our best attend-
ed. Don't miss this one. Program 
details will appear in the spring 
and summer issues of The News. 
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Friday's featured speakers Dr. Michael Fox and Marilyn Wilhelm (right) speak with 
Mrs. Winifred Hal~ former member of the HSUS board of directors. 
Director of Accreditation Lisa Morris makes a point during her review of "Animal 
Shelter ARCs. " 
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John McArdle, HSUS director of laboratory animal welfare, and Ann Church, coordi-






I recently received a letter from 
a gentleman in Camp Hill, Penn-
sylvania, expressing dismay and 
concern over the theme of this 
conference, All One Family, cou-
pled with the logo depicting a 
man and woman with the animals. 
He writes: "From this it is my im-
pression that the author's posi-
tion (and in turn that of The 
HSUS) is that mankind and ani-
mals should be considered as one 
.... Wliile I am not a theologian 
nor a philosopher, permit me to 
quote such a man of world renown 
as Dr. Francis Schaeffer: 
Human life stands at a critical 
place because there is an unbreak-
able link between the existence of 
the infinite personal God and the 
intrinsic dignity of people. If God 
does not exist and has not made 
people in His own image, there is 
no basis for an intrinsic, unique 
dignity of human life .... Conse-
quently, to allow the devaluation 
of human life is wrong in principle. 
And if this is not enough for you, 
then pragmatically you must real-
ize that it is your life that is being 
devalued. 
Richard Morgan, international coordina-
tor for the Mobilization for Animals, 
chats with an HSUS conference partici-
pant at the coffee break after his Thurs-
day address to the conference. 
''In summary,'' wrote my corre-
spondent, "I believe a theme such 
as that being used by The HSUS 
is indicative of the devaluation of 
human life that is rapidly grow-
ing in our society." 
Not unkindly, I replied to this 
gentleman: ''We are certainly not 
suggesting by this theme that an-
imals are in every respect equal to 
mankind, though we are most as-
suredly seeking to establish a much 
greater degree of respect, consider-
ation, and compassion for animals. 
Why is it that you and others 
choose to conclude that in seeking 
to elevate the dignity and value of 
life in general, we are thereby de-
valuating human life? 
"I can only affirm that I believe 
human life takes on a greater de-
gree of dignity and purposeful-
ness when our compassion and 
care extend to all creatures. In 
closing, let me quote the great 
author and philosopher Joseph 
Wood Krutch who wrote, 'To be 
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Director of Captive Wildlife Protection Sue 
Pressman fields questions on roadside 
menageries, one of Thursday's workshop 
topics. 
The "Pet Action Line" and Marty Stouf-
fer Productions, Ltd., receive certificates 
of appreciation for their work on behalf 
of animals during Friday's banquet. 
Flanking President John Hoyt are Son-
ny Bloch (left) of the "Pet Action Line" 
and Marshall Stouffer of Marty Stouffer 
Productions. 
We are aware of the many cures 
from disease that have resulted 
from animal research; of the many 
advances in human well-being 
and prosperity that otherwise 
would have lain dormant; of the 
possibilities for extended life and 
prolonged death research has made 
possible .... 
But what of the animals made 
to suffer in the process? What of 
the ethics that should control and 
circumscribe such uses, ethics 
born of a consciousness we be-
lieve capable of distinguishing be-
tween right and wrong, between 
dignity and obscenity, between 
compassion and cruelty? Are we 
naive to believe such an ethic ex-
ists? 
*** 
It is very difficult, indeed, to 
believe the research community is 
genuinely concerned about the 
quality of its research or the con-
ditions under which the animals 
being used are housed, cared for, 
and frequently mutiliated .... If, as 
these ambassadors of human be-
neficence would have us believe, 
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this is all for our own good, why 
so secretive? Why so unwilling to 
let persons-responsible persons 
-outside their own profession 
participate in these momentous 
decisions affecting our destinies? 
Why the unwillingness to support 
even the "more moderate" legis-
lative proposals? Why? Because, 
if they did, they fear that much of 
what is now being done would no 
longer be tolerated or permitted. 
And they have long since decided 
that they, and only they, are 
capable of determining what's good 
for us in this arena of life. We are 
not asked to participate; we are 
not wanted to participate; we are 
not permitted to participate. 
The poet, artist, philosopher, 
and theologian are becoming con-
spicuously non-functional in our 
society. Their voices are but a 
whisper in a world gone mad with 
its fixation on a peace delicately 
balanced on an arms race that 
guarantees ours and the Soviets' 
mutual capability of blowing each 
other off the face of the earth, and 
every other living thing with us. 
*** 
Nor are these voices of the poet, 
artist, philosopher, and theologian 
heard to any great extent protest-
ing the injustices being perpe-
trated on animals. So obsessed 
are we with our intellectual and 
scientific advances that our moral 
and spiritual values have become 
second place. 
Yet herein lies the irony. For 
one would suppose, or at least 
hope, that out of consciousness 
grows conscience; that out of un-
derstanding grows feeling; that 
out of awareness grows sensitivi-
ty; and out of wisdom grows com-
passion. Can we hope that it will 
ever be so? 
*** 
Truly, we who are the exploiters 
of animals, even when such can be 
judged either necessary or ap-
propriate, are under a burden of 
indebtedness which must indeed 
be redeemed with unstrained mercy 
and compassion, the giving of 
which benefits not only the ani-
mal recipients but us, the givers, 
as well, making us ever more hu-
mane and, consequently, ever more 
human. 
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Each year, those who attend the 
HSUS annual conference offer and 
vote upon resolutions proposed for 
adoption. These resolutions set forth 
a course of action The HSUS strives 
to follow during that and subse-
quent years. Resolutions from pre-
vious years remain valid so long as 
they are appropriate. 
National Wildlife Refuges 
Whereas National Wildlife Ref-
uges were established primarily as 
natural sanctuaries to protect, pre-
serve, and benefit wildlife; and 
Whereas it clearly appears that a 
major new assault upon this historic 
role has been unleashed in Washing-
ton which requires our response; and 
Whereas the Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vice has opened or expanded hunting 
on thirty-five refuges in the last two 
years, with similar actions currently 
proposed for nine more refuges, and 
more expected in the future; and 
Whereas fourteen refuges have been 
opened to trapping in the last five 
years; and 
Whereas refuges are being opened 
for the purposes of commercial, re-
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creational, and sporting destruction 
of wildlife; and 
Whereas the Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vice is advocating more destructive 
use of refuge lands, as evidenced by 
its memorandum of April 1, 1983, 
announcing expansion of economic 
uses on refuges; and 
Whereas The HSUS has resolved 
in the past to take steps to assure 
that wildlife on refuges be treated in 
a manner assuring their well-being; 
therefore be it 
RESOLVED that, because of this 
renewed threat, The HSUS reaffirm 
its commitment and efforts to halt 
the destructive exploitation of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System 
and urge the U.S. Congress to take 
action to ensure that the National 
Wildlife Refuge System provide true 
sanctuary and refuge for wildlife. 
Transportation of 
Food Animals 
Whereas food animals often suffer 
from inadequate food and water, se-
vere climatic changes, shipping fever, 
injuries, and sometimes death dur-
ing transport; and 
Whereas the absence of adequate 
laws, lack of regulation of trans-
porters, poor vehicle design, and poor 
handling practices contributes di-
rectly to the injury and suffering of 
food animals; therefore be it 
RESOLVED that The HSUS work 
towards reducing the suffering of 
food animals during transport by ed-
ucating the public to the cruelty in-
volved, enlisting the aid of local hu-
mane societies, and working for the 
passage of legislation to establish 
humane standards for the transpor-
tation of these animals. 
Hunting in Grand Teton 
National Park 
Whereas national parks are areas 
to be preserved unimpaired for fu-
ture generations; and 
Whereas it is a fundamental pre-
cept of national parks that the wild-
life should be maintained as part of a 
natural ecosystem, protected from 
capture or destruction, and prevented 
from being frightened or driven 
away; and 
Whereas sport hunting in Grand 
Teton National Park is permitted 
out of compromise of these princi-
ples and is not considered acceptable 
for any other national park; and 
Whereas hunting in the park creates 
an environment which promotes poach-
ing of all kinds of animals, including 
endangered species, and results in 
inhumane destruction of some 600 
elk per year which should be allowed 
to live a natural existence within the 
park; therefore be it 
RESOLVED that The HSUS ac-
tively pursue with the appropriate 
government agencies a moratorium 




Whereas thousands of so-called 
nutrition studies have already been 
conducted by secondary school stu-
dents in which one animal is fed a 
healthy diet and another is fed junk 
food; and 
Whereas these studies are carried 
out to the point that the test animal 
suffers serious weight loss and shows 
other visible signs of physical break-
down and stress; and 
Whereas these studies require no 
scientific or creative thought by 
students and only encourage them 
to go through the motions of obtain-
ing data that has been well-docu-
mented for decades; and 
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Whereas the National Dairy Coun-
cil and its local offices donate white 
rats to schools for these studies 
despite the fact there are hundreds 
of other experiments with true edu-
cational value that students could 
conduct without inflicting pain or 
stress on animals; therefore be it 
RESOLVED that The HSUSurge 
the National Dairy Council to stop 
its practice of donating white rats to 
schC'ols; and be it 
FURTHER RESOLVED that The 
HSUS encourage its members and the 
public to ask their schools not to al-
low these experiments. 
Livestock Auctions 
Whereas livestock sold at public 
auctions are often subjected to cruel 
and inhumane treatment, such as kick-
ing, dragging, beating, whipping, 
and other harassment, and are fre-
quently deprived of adequate food, 
water, and proper veterinary care; 
therefore be it 
RESOLVED that The HSUS work 
to eliminate such cruelties at auc-
tions, and in this endeavor enlist the 
aid of local humane societies and ap-
propriate government agencies. 
Cats 
Whereas humanitarians have al-
ways been equally concerned about 
cats and dogs that are unwanted, ill, 
and injured; and 
Whereas most municipalities have 
laws for control of dogs, but many 
have no provision for the control of 
stray or even injured cats; therefore 
be it 
RESOLVED that The HSUS vig-
orously campaign to encourage mu-
nicipalities, as well as humane soci-
eties, to provide for the control and 
protection of stray and injured cats. 
School Science Fairs 
Whereas students from primary 
grades through high school through-
out the United States are allowed 
and even encouraged to conduct ex-
periments that cause pain and stress 
to animals; and 
Whereas many of these experi-
ments are procedure-oriented, al-
lowing students to give injections, 
perform crude surgery, or provide eu-
thanasia, often with inadequate train-
ing; and 
Whereas there is often not enough 
supervision to assure that students 
provide adequate care, feeding, and 
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housing of the animals on both school 
days and weekends; and 
Whereas many of the experiments 
are merely repetitious or are based 
on faulty scientific thinking that 
renders the students' conclusions in~ 
complete or unreliable; and 
Whereas honors and recognition 
given to students for these projects 
help foster another generation of 
scientists and researchers who look 
upon animals only as tools to be used 
as they see fit and who are reluctant 
to try more sophisticated experi-
mental methods that reduce pain 
and suffering of animals; and 
Whereas other students and the 
general public also become desensi-
tized toward animal suffering through 
exposure to these projects; and 
Whereas there are hundreds of 
observational or other noninterven-
tional experiments that can be con-
ducted by students that would teach 
them as much or more about science 
without causing suffering to ani-
mals; therefore be it 
RESOLVED that The HSUS con-
duct a national awareness campaign 
to educate the public about these 
abuses; and be it 
FURTHER RESOLVED that The 
HSUS enlist the support of local hu-
mane organizations and individuals 
to collect data on science fairs in 
their areas and work with officials to 
make improvements; and be it 
FURTHER RESOLVED that The 
HSUS use this data to assist the N a-
tional Science Teachers Association, 
National Association of Biology Teach-
ers, and science fair officials to adopt 
and encourage adherence to strin-
gent regulations that would prohibit 
students from entering projects that 
cause or permit pain or distress to 
vertebrate animals. 
Kosher Slaughter 
Whereas shackling and hoisting of 
livestock before ritual slaughter is 
still practiced; and 
Whereas such method of pre-slaugh-
ter handling is inhumane and not 
part of ritual requirement; and 
Whereas products of such slaugh-
ter are being consumed by people of 
many faiths; and 
Whereas humane organizations and 
people of the civilized world are op-
posed to such methods of shackling 
and hoisting of live animals in the 
process of slaughter; and 
Whereas years of hard work and 
financial expenditure by various hu-
. mane organizations have succeeded in 
developing a restraining pen where 
the animal can be slaughtered the 
ritual way, making the shackling 
and hoisting unnecessary; and 
Whereas the adoption and opera-
tion of this pen need the moral and 
financial support of the Jewish com-
munity; therefore be it 
RESOLVED that this conference 
go on record requesting that The 
HSUS approach the National Con-
ference of Christians and Jews to ar-
range a conference for the purpose of 
abolishing this cruel method of ani-
mal handling and replacing it with 





Fox Speaks Before Varied Groups 
In September of 1983, the Insti-
tute for the Study of Animal Prob-
lems (ISAP)'s director, Dr. Mi-
chael W. Fox, addressed members 
of the Pet Food Institute at their 
annual conference in Washington, 
D.C., on the need for better public 
education (especially via televi-
sion pet food commercials), re-
sponsible pet ownership, and under-
standing cats' and dogs' behavior 
and needs. 
That month, Dr. Fox also at-
tended the International Cat Show 
in Amsterdam, Holland, and gave 
an address to the European press 
on cat behavior, welfare, and ani-
mals' rights. Upon his return, he 
gave the keynote address to the 
New York State Humane Associa-
tion's annual conference in Nyack, 
New York, emphasizing the connec-
tions between humane and environ-
mental ethics and global survival. 
In October, he spoke to the 
freshmen class at Tuft's University 
School of Veterinary Medicine in 
Boston on applied animal ethology, 
animal awareness, rights, and the 
scientific assessment of animal 
welfare. He also gave a public talk 
at Old College, Reno, Nevada, as 
part of a lecture series on animals 
and attitudes, entitled "Duty and 
the Beast: Treatment, Empathy, 
and Survival.'' 
In December, Dr. Fox gave a 
public address sponsored by the 
Monroe County Humane Society 
in Bloomington, Indiana, and spoke 
to the Theological Society in Bal-
timore, Maryland, introducing the 
society to the concerns of the hu-
mane and animal rights movement. 
The papers on empathy presented 
at the joint ISAP/NAAHE sympo-
sium during the HSUS annual con-
ference will be published, along with 
other review articles dealing with 
a variety of topics from animal 
Dr. Michael Fox (standing, left) and 
Dr. John McArdle (seated) speak with 
Neal Jotham of the Canadian Federa-
tion of Humane Societies (stmuling, right) 
and Holly Jensen of Florida during a 
break in the ISAPINAAHE conference 
program. 
rights to abnormal behavior in cap-
tive and farm animals, in a new, 
annual review series. This will ap-
pear in book format, provisionally 
entitled Advances in Animal Welfare 
Science and Philosophy, being pub-
lished in late 1984. 
Evaluation Project, Symposium, Workshops Crowd NAAHE's Fall Calendar 
Workshops, seminars, and the 
kick-off of the second phase of a 
national humane education evalu-
ation project kept the autumn 
months busy for the National As-
sociation for the Advancement of 
Humane Education (NAAHE). In 
October, NAAHE joined with the 
Institute for the Study of Animal 
Problems to present a one-day 
symposium in conjunction with the 
HSUS annual conference in Ft. 
Wtrth, Texas. "Can Love Be Taught?: 
Empathy, Animals, and Education" 
featured staff from NAAHE and 
the Institute as well as leaders in 
the fields of child development and 
education. 
During September and Octo-
ber, NAAHE launched the second 
phase of a two-year national hu-
mane education evaluation pro-
ject. The project is designed to 
provide feedback on the effects of 
a curriculum-based approach to 
humane education as well as on 
factors that influence how chil-
dren respond to humane education 
lessons. · 
Although an independent eval-
uation agency has been hired to 
design and oversee the project, 
the NAAHE staff has been di-
rectly involved in several aspects. 
Kathy Savesky conducted a series 
of six introductory training ses-
sions for teachers participating in 
the project, and Bill DeRosa, 
NAAHE's new research associate, 
is serving as field coordinator for 
the east coast testing sites. 
On November 5, NAAHE Di-
rector Kathy Savesky and Judy 
Golden, director of the American 
Humane Education Society, con-
ducted two workshop sessions on 
children's development of hu-
mane attitudes at the "First New 
England Conference on Animals 
and Society,'' sponsored by the 
Tufts University School of V eteri-
nary Medicine. Later in the 
month, Ms. Savesky delivered a 
presentation on the history and 
status of humane education at St. 
John's University in Queens, New 
York, during a symposium spon-
sored by the Bide-A-Wee Home 
Association. 
The fall months were also marked 
by an overwhelmingly positive re-
sponse to Kind News, NAAHE's 
new children's newspaper (see the 
Fall1983 HSUS News). Since the 
introduction of the new periodical 
in August, more than 1,400 bulk 
subscriptions to the newspaper 
have been purchased, resulting in 
a readership of more than 49,000 
children. For more information 
aboutKindNews, writeNAAHE, 
Box 362, East Haddam, CT 06423. 
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Some of the sixty-five people arrested 
after the Greenville, Illinois, raid sit 
cross-legged and in plastic handcuffs as 
police, sheriff's deputies, HSUS staff 
members, and television crews converge 
on the farm building where the fight was 
held. 
HSUS investigator Bob Baker attends 
to one of the dogs whose fight was inter-
rupted by the Greenville raid. Although 
winning the fight at the time, this dog 
was injured so badly it was humanely 
destroyed on the scene. 
Well-orchestrated raids in two 
separate parts of the country have 
proved that longtime HSUS efforts 
to spur local officials to enforce dog-
fighting statutes are beginning to 
succeed. Our investigations depart-
ment and regional offices have in-
vested countless hours and logged 
countless miles to educate local law 
enforcement officials about dogfight-
ing in their jurisdictions. The federal 
prohibition against dogfighting (part 
of the Animal Welfare Act) has been, 
to our disappointment, virtually unen-
forced by the Justice Department, 
and it has become all too clear that 
committed, well-planned action by 
local officials is our best hope to in-
~ filtrate dogfighters' secretive, violent 
~ world. 
~ In late summer, a raid on a fight in 
:= progress in Greenville, Illinois, car-
1 ried out by state police and Bond 
County (Illinois) sheriff's deputies, 
was termed "the smoothest we've 
seen," by HSUS Vice President Pa-
trick Parkes (see the Fall 1983 
HSUS News). Seventy-five officers, 
many of whom were hidden in an 
open-sided cattle truck and surrep-
titiously driven to the fight location, 
stormed an isolated farm where six-
ty-five people from nine states were 
watching a dogfight in progress. 
HSUS investigators Frantz Dant-
zler and Bob Baker and Great Lakes 
Regional Director Sandy Rowland 
accompanied the police to point out 
potentially incriminating evidence 
~ and assist with confiscating fighting 
..::: dogs. All but one of the people ar-
~ rested were charged with attending 
~ a dogfight, a misdemeanor under 
1983 Illinois law. Thirteen still await 
~ trial; the others either have pled guilty 
~ or forfeited their bonds (ranging 
~ from three hundred to five hundred 
1 dollars). Forty-seven dogs were seized 
LONG-TERM EFFORTS REAP REWARDS IN 
DOGFIGHT RAIDS 
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One of the pitiful casualties of the Green-
ville raid, the losing dog awaits veteri-
nary attention. In shock and suffering 







at the time of the raid, but all were 
eventually returned to their owners. 
The Greenville action was a per-
fect example of HSUS and local 
police teamwork. According to news-
paper accounts, surveillance of the 
farm had begun three months before 
the raid. In January of 1983, HSUS 
informants had told us that the 
owner of the farm, a known dog-
fighter, had moved into Bond Coun-
ty. We, in tum, passed this informa-
tion on to the police. Once the loca-
tion and timing of the fight had been 
nailed down, the actual raid, involving 
helicopters and SWAT teams, took 
place without a hitch. 
In October, yet another large-
scale operation in rural Mitchell 
County, Georgia, netted fifty people 
attending an early morning dog-
fight. These were the first arrests 
made under a tough, new felony dog-
fight law in that state. This raid was 
organized by the Georgia Bureau of 
Investigations, with The HSUS, the 
Georgia State Patrol, and the Mit-
chell County sheriff's department 
providing back-up assistance. This 
time, the tip came directly to law en-
forcement authorities; once they had 
an idea of where the fight was to be 
held, aerial and ground surveillance 
crews were able, eventually, to pin-
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An early October morning in Georgia found state Bureau of Investigation officers 
handcuffing.a number of people around the dogfight pit. One of the fighting dogs licks 
its wounds in its comer of the ring. 
Illinois state police and Bond County sheriff's deputies arrest a number of people 
found inside the farm building. The dogfight pit is in the foreground. 
point the exact site in a wooded area. 
Then, the raiding party moved in. 
Two bloody dogs, too injured and 
weak to fight any longer, remained 
unattended in the pit as participants 
and spectators scattered into the 
woods. HSUS investigators and Re-
gional Director Marc Paulhus aided 
the injured dogs as police, directed 
by a spotter plane overhead, concen-
trated on rounding up the fleeing 
sportsmen. 
In a tree near the pit, HSUS in-
vestigators found scales, used to 
weigh the dogs scheduled to fight, 
and nearby, bloodstained breaking 
sticks, used for prying open the 
dogs' mouths. Two training tread-
mills, commonly used to build up a 
dog's endurance through forced road 
work, and a water tank, in which 
dogs would have been forced to 
swim for long periods of time, were 
also identified. All evidence was photo-
graphed for later use in court. 
Local assistance was provided by 
the Atlanta Humane Society and 
Fulton County Animal Control. All 
those arrested were taken to the 
Mitchell County jail for processing. 
On October 17, Mr. Paulhus appear-
ed before a grand jury in Camilla, 
Georgia, where indictments were re-
turned against all individuals for fel-





judge ordered these defendants to 
pay a $3,000 fine and gave them 
each a six-year suspended sentence. 
Others elected to take their chances 
before a jury. 
Mr. Hargrove, Mr. Swetman, and 
Mr. Kelly were tried on October 24. 
The following day, the jury returned 
a guilty verdict on all three counts 
against Mr. Hargrove and Mr. Swet-
man. They were sentenced to cumu-
lative jail terms of seven years and 
assessed $16,000 in fines. The third 
defendant, Jack Kelly, was found 
guilty of two counts. He received a 
four-year jail term and a $6,000 fine. 
These penalties were the highest on 
record anywhere in the country for a 
dogfighting offense. 
HSUS Southeast Regional Director Marc Paulhus holds one of the dogs seized during 
the Georgia raid. 
This case demonstrated the tre-
mendous benefits of cooperative law 
enforcement efforts. All of the in-
volved organizations shared a com-
mitment to eradicating dogfighting 
from their jurisdictions. We hope 
that stiff felony laws for malicious 
animal abuse, such as the one now in 
effect in Georgia, will provide a 
more realistic deterrent to future 
violators. It would be hard to believe 
that even dedicated dogfighters will 
again risk these kinds of heavy fines 
and long jail terms to conduct their 
business in Georgia. 
ony dogfighting and misdemeanor 
gambling. Three individuals-Har-
ry Hargrove, the property owner, 
Robert Earnest Swetman, whose 
dog was reportedly in the pit at the 
time of the raid, and John Joseph 
Kelly, publisher of the underground 




You Are Gone 
dogfighting magazine The Sporting 
Dog Journal-were charged with 
commercial gambling. 
The majority of those arrested 
pled guilty or nolo contendre ("no 
contest") to the charges rather than 
face jury trial. A Mitchell County 
Unfortunately, man's cruelty and irrespon-
sibility to animals will not end during 
your lifetime. But a bequest through 
your will will be a lasting contribu-
tion to the fight against these 
abuses. The HSUS will send 
you a booklet without obli-
gation on how to make the 
best use of your animal-wel-
fare bequest. It contains infor-
mation on selecting recipients and 
describes how to proceed when you 
decide to write or change your will. 
Write in complete confidence to: Murdaugh Stuart Madden, 
Vice President/General Counsel, The Humane Society of the United States, 2100 L Street, NW, Washington, DC 20037. 
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A Poisonous Policy Reversal 
On October 31, 1983, the En-
vironmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) issued a decision reauthor-
izing the inhumane and destruc-
tive poison 1080 for use against 
coyotes by western sheep ranch-
ers (see the Winter 1983 HSUS 
News). The poison will be distrib-
uted in small, single-lethal-dose 
(SLD) baits and in collars worn 
around the necks of live lambs 
staked out to attract coyotes. The 
only good news is that the EPA 
did not authorize the use of 1080 
in carcass baits (dead sheep in-
jected with the poison and left out 
for coyotes-and any other ani-
mals-to eat). A highly toxic poi-
son, 1080 was originally banned by 
then-President Nixon in 1972 be-
cause of its extreme hazards to 
human health and to hundreds of 
thousands of non-target animals, 
including eagles, hawks, owls, and 
badgers. Then-EPA Administra-
tor Anne Gorsuch had been ex-
pected to make a decision on 1080 
reauthorization in late 1982, but 
the upheaval at EPA put the poi-
son plan on the back burner for 
months. Despite our efforts to 
prevent 1080's return to the west-
ern ranges, the new team at EPA 
succumbed to ranchers' demands 
for 1 080 in their arsenal. 
The SLD baits are particularly 
damaging because they can be con-
sumed by any animal that hap-
pens upon them, including pets. 
The toxic collars, designed to kill 
only the coyotes that actually at-
tack sheep, will be ineffective on 
the many coyotes smart enough 
to learn to bite elsewhere on their 
prey's bodies. 
The HSUS believes that the 
1080 collar and all uses of 1080 
are counterproductive to the live-
stock industry-since the use of 
this and other poisons has never 
given it any real relief-and in-
tolerably costly in terms of the in-
humane destruction of wildlife. 
With its reauthorization of 1080, 
the EPA only offers ranchers dead 
wildlife, at best, a false solution 
for an industry struggling with its 
real problems of labor and hus-
bandry practices. 
The HSUS and other environ-
mental and animal-welfare organi-
zations have appealed the EPA ac-
tion to the U.S. Court of Appeals. 
Another Loss 
on Black Ducks 
Despite the best efforts of The 
HSUS and our attorneys, we have 
lost our appeal of the 1982 black 
duck hunting season (see the Spring 
1983 HSUS News). This was an 
important suit, since it could have 
aided our efforts to halt subse-
quent hunts. The 1983 season was 
open as usual. The FWS did issue 
regulations designed to reduce 
the kill of black ducks by twenty-
five percent in the U.S. While we 
are pleased that some ducks< will 
be saved, this action falls short of 
our objectives for black duck pre-
servation, and we will continue 
our efforts this year. 
ALICE MORGAN WRIGHT-EDITH GOODE FUND TESTAMENTARY TRUST 
December 31, 1982 
Statement of Assets and Liabilities 
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Trust Corpus 12/31/81 
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Balance 12/31/82 
Statement of Receipts and Disbursements 
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Grants of 1982 Income to 












Organizations Receiving Aid From 
Alice Morgan Wright-Edith Goode Fund 1982 Trust Income 
American Fondouk Maintenance Committee, Fez, Morocco 
Animals' Crusaders, Inc., Everett, Washington 
Animal Protective League, Milwaukee, Wisconsin 
Animal Rights Network, Westport, Connecticut 
Association for the Prevention of Cruelty in Public Spectacles, Barcelona, Spain 
Association for the Protection of Forbearing Animals, Vancouver, Canada 
Association Uruguaya De Proteccion A Los Animates, Montevideo, Uruguay 
Brooke Hospital for Animals (Old Warhorse Memorial Hospital), London, England 
Bond Gegen Den Mlssbrauch Der Tiere e.V ., Munich, Germany 
Columbia-Green Humane Society, Inc., Hudson, New York 
Council for Livestock Protection, New York, New York· 
Dublin Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, Dublin, Ireland 
Feme Animal Sanctuary, London, England 
Fund for the Replacement of Animals in Medical Experiments (FRAME), Nottingham, England 
Hellenic Animal Welfare Society, Athefls, Greece-
Irish Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, Dublin, Ireland 
Lehigh County Humane Society, Allentown, Pennsylvania 
Missouri Anti-Vivisection Society, St. Louis, Missouri 
Morristown-Hamblen Humane Society, Morristown, Tennessee 
National Equine Defense League, Carlisle, England 
Nllgiri Animal Welfare Society (NUglri Animal Sanctuary), Tamilnadu, South India 
Nordic Society Against Painful Experiments on Animals (Nordlska Samfundet), Stockholm, Sweden 
Peoples' Dispensary for Sick Animals, Surrey, England 
Performing and Captive Animals' Defense League, London, England 
Plainfield Area Humane Society, Plainfield, New Jersey 
Scottish Society for the Prevention of Vivisection, Edinburgh, Scotland 
Society for Animal Rights, Inc., (National Catholic Society for Animal Welfare), Clarks 
Summit, Pennsylvania 
Society for the Protection of Animals in North Africa, London, England 
South African Federation of SPCA's and Affiliated Societies, Claremont, Republic of South Africa 
Tierschutzverein Fur Berlin Und Umgebung Corp., Berlin, West Germany 
World Society for the Protection of Animals, Zurich, Switzerland 
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Only Dogs Win 
Despite pleas from his Hawai-
ian constituents and many others 
throughout the country, former 
medical student Sen. Daniel K. 
Inouye drastically weakened an 
HSUS provision that would have 
prohibited the shooting of any kind 
of animal to train Department of 
Defense (DOD) medical students. 
Although both the Senate and 
House of Representatives included 
the HSUS protection in their orig-
inal versions of this appropria-
tions bill, Sen. Inouye's actions 
removed it from the final senate 
version. A conference committee 
was called between both houses to 
draw up a compromise. Sen. Inou-
ye's version prevailed. As the leg-
islation now reads, only dogs and 
cats are protected (and cats have 
never been used in this type of 
training). 
When news broke last summer 
that DOD was planning to shoot 
dogs and farm animals in its spe-
cially built, seventy-thousand-
dollar range, The HSUS took ac-
tion on Capitol Hill. We devised 
an amendment to the DOD money 
bill. Our language prohibited DOD 
from buying animals or ''other-
wise fund the use of animals for 
the purpose of training medical 
students or other personnel in 
surgical or medical treatment of 
wounds produced by any type of 
weapon.'' 
Pets Welcome Here 
As the ninety-eighth Congress 
finished its business for 1983, it 
passed an important bill which 
will stop the widespread practice 
of denying elderly and handicap-
ped pet owners the opportunity to 
keep their pets in federally sub-
sidized housing. H.R. 3959 states 
that no one will be denied an op-
portunity to rent just because he 
or she owns a pet. 
Confusingly enough, H.R. 3959 
was primarily a money bill having 
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The initial stages of this amend-
ment were promising. Rep. C.W. 
Bill Young, who sponsored the 
HSUS amendment, was a key fac-
tor in its safe and speedy passage 
through the house Committee on 
Appropriations. Our language was 
accepted by the subcommittee, the 
full committee, and, ultimately, 
by the House. 
The HSUS language was also 
included in the senate legislation 
until Sen. Inouye weakened it at 
the full-committee level. Sen. In-
ouye, a respected World War II 
veteran who lost an arm in com-
bat, told the committee that our 
amendment would stop animal re-
search on burns and nerve gas, as 
well as prevent the scheduled 
shooting of dogs and other ani-
mals to teach surgical treatment 
of wounds produced by high-velo-
city weapons. His amendment was 
accepted by acting Chairman Sen. 
Ted Stevens of Alaska without a 
vote. 
In subsequent meetings with 
the Inouye staff, we heard the 
standard and oft-repeated line 
from the Association of American 
Medical Colleges (AAMC): the 
HSUS amendment was going to 
shut down medical research at 
DOD. The HSUS maintains that 
wounding animals for medical 
training is thoroughly unneces-
sary as there are victims of high-
velocity gunshots in U.S. emer-
gency rooms who need the same 
little to do with housing regula-
tions of any sort. It became the 
final stop for the pets-in-housing 
provisions, originally introduced 
by Sen. Proxmire of Wisconsin 
and Rep. Mario Biaggi of New 
York, after several detours along 
the legislative path. The Prox-
mire and Biaggi bills were first 
tacked onto housing and commu-
nity development bills, which 
were subsequently attached to 
H.R. 3959, whose primary pur-
pose is to provide more money for 
the International Monetary Fund. 
treatment. The destruction of ani-
mal flesh by weapons used in mili-
tary firing ranges is much more 
extensive than human wounds. 
However severe the human wound 
might be, the medical student 
would not gain appropriate exper-
ience in mending it by working on 
an animal. In short, the vital train-
ing of military medical students 
does not have to grind to a halt 
simply because they have no ani-
mal wounds to mend. 
Since the versions from the Sen-
ate and House of Representatives 
differed, the last step was to reach 
a compromise by a conference com-
mittee. The night before the confer-
ence met, Rep. Young urged his 
colleagues in the House to commit 
themselves to the HSUS language. 
"Here is an opportunity," he 
said, ''to express an opinion and 
to voice the feelings of your con-
stituents as they relate to what I 
consider to be the improper use of 
animals .... Now you have the 
chance to cast a simple vote for 
the people of America who for so 
long have been demanding that 
you do something to protect these 
animals.'' 
Although the protection of dogs 
and cats from this cruel exploita-
tion is certainly a major step for-
ward, we will continue to fight for 
the protection of all animals. 
Despite this seeming illogic, it 
is a good thing that pets-in-hous-
ing legislation lost its immediate 
identification with the housing 
and community development bill. 
President Reagan was not expected 
to sign it if it came to his desk on 
its own. Our White House sources 
say, however, that he will sign 
H.R. 3959. So, by riding on the 
coattails of totally unrelated leg-
islation, the pets-in-housing bill 
will become law. 
The Department of Housing 
and Urban Development (HUD) 
29 
and the Department of Agricul-
ture (USDA) will write the regula-
tions necessary to implement this 
new law. The HSUS will be work-
ing with both departments to 
make sure that pets and pet own-
ers will be well served. 
Please write to Sen. Proxmire 
and Rep. Biaggi in thanks for 
their dedication to this issue. 
Best Bet in the Senate 
Legislation introduced by Sen. 
Robert Dole to strengthen the 
Animal Welfare Act (A W A) is our 
best opportunity in the Senate to 
protect laboratory animals. Al-
though hearings on S. 657 were 
held in July, the bill now lan-
guishes in the Senate Agriculture 
Committee. The full Senate can-
not vote on it until it passes that 
committee. 
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The Dole bill is wider reaching 
than the Walgren amendments in 
the House. It would set up stricter 
regul~tions to reduce pain and 
suffermg durmg expenmentatwn 
and discourage researchers from 
proposing painful experiments. It 
would require each research facili-
ty to have an animal-care com-
mittee whose members would in-
clude a veterinarian and another 
person responsible for animal-wel-
fare concerns and not affiliated 
with the facility. 
The only other legislation deal-
ing with lab animals in the Senate 
is S. 964, introduced by Sens. Ed-
ward M. Kennedy and Orrin Hatch. 
The Kennedy/Hatch bill would ef-
fectively delay positive action on 
behalf of laboratory animals by 
mandating a two-year study on 
the numbers of animals in labs 
and the cost of mandatory accredi-
tation and facility improvement. 
Please write to your senators 
and urge them to co-sponsor S. 
657. You can also help by writing 
to the chairman of the Senate 
Agriculture Committee, Sen. Jesse 
Helms, and ask him to report the 
Dole bill out of his committee so 
that it can be voted upon by the 
Senate. 
Mixed Blessing in the H.R. 
The good news is that legisla-
tion protecting laboratory ani-
mals was passed November 18 in 
the House as part of a bill con-
cerning appropriations for the 
National Institutes of Health 
(NIH). The amendment introduced 
by Rep. Doug Walgren of Penn-
sylvania requires every federally 
subsidized research facility to set 
up an animal-care committee 
which must include an outside 
member representing animal-wel-
fare interests. This committee 
must conduct on-site inspections 
and report Animal Welfare Act 
violations. If these violations are 
not corrected, the facility could 
lose its funding. 
The Walgren amendment also 
requires each facility to provide 
instruction in humane practices 
of animal care and in research 
methods that minimize the use of 
animals and limit animal distress. 
Horses Lose Ground 
Due to slick political maneuver-
ing by Sens. Mark Hatfield of 
Oregon and Malcolm Wallop of 
Wyoming, U.S. animal shelters-
organizations dedicated to the 
humane treatment of animals-
may be required to accept, feed, 
and place thousands of wild horses 
or let them be sold to slaughter-
houses. 
The senators tacked on an 
amendment to S. 457, a bill to 
remove "excess" wild horses and 
burros from public land, which 
would require the removal of 
3,500 wild horses and burros from 
western ranges every year by an 
aircraft round-up. They would 
then be transported to local hu-
mane organizations which must 
either find shelter for these animals 
or allow them to be sold, mainly to 
slaughterhouses. The sponsoring 
senators are trying to force those 
of us who never wanted the ani-
In order to foster use of possible 
alternatives and reduce duplica-
tion, all applications for NIH sup-
port must include a statement of 
the reasons for using animals in 
the research project. 
The Walgren amendment did 
not entirely survive legislative 
haggling, however. The bad news 
is that twenty million dollars that 
would have authorized research 
into non-animal alternatives in 
biomedical experiments was drop-
ped from the final language. This 
serious setback will ensure that 
thousands of animals will contin-
ue to suffer in labs, as fewer alter-
natives will be forthcoming. 
In addition to this Walgren 
amendment give-and-take, labo-
ratory animals were protected 
from cruelties further when the 
House denied the medical com-
munity one hundred million dollars 
for spinal research-a particular-
ly brutal field of research involv-
ing animals. 
mals removed from the ranges in 
the first place to bear the moral 
burden of condemning them to 
death. 
S. 457 gives the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) three years to 
rid the range of "excess" wild 
horses and burros. The current 
BLM adopt-a-horse program 
would continue but, under S. 457, 
BLM would have new authority 
to sell the unadoptable animals to 
slaughterhouses. 
In another amendment to S. 
457, Sens. Wendell Ford of Ken-
tucky and John Melcher of Mon-
tana tried to eliminate the lan-
guage giving BLM the authority 
to sell horses directly to slaugh-
terhouses, but they were narrow-
ly defeated. 
The HSUS is working to defeat 
the Hatfield/Wallop amendment 
and S. 457 in its entirety. Please 
write to your senators and urge 
them to vote no when S. 457 comes 
up for a floor vote in the Senate. 
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Rep. C. W. Bill Young of Florida 
Trappers Press the House 
Since late summer, trapping 
constituents and organizations have 
been bombarding representatives 
with mail, phone calls, and per-
sonal visits asking them to with-
draw their support of H.R. 1797, 
a bill prohibiting the use of steel-
jawed, leghold traps in the United 
States. As a result, two of the 
bill's original supporters, Reps. 
James L. Oberstar of Minnesota 
and G. William Whitehurst of Vir-
ginia, have removed their names 
from the bill's list of cosponsors. 
Other representatives have re-
ported increased trapping pres-
sure in their offices. Trapping lob-
byists are swamping house offices 
with information denying the cruel-
ty of all traps. 
It is vital that your representa-
tives know their support is needed 
to pass H.R. 1797. If you can't 
personally visit your representa-
tive's office, call or write in favor 
of this bill. H.R. 1797 still has 104 
cosponsors; we can't afford to lose 
any more to the side of trappers. 
Thank You 
HSUS warmly thanks the 
following members of Congress 
for their extra efforts on Capitol 
Hill: 
~ • Rep. C.W. Bill Young of Flori-
~ da for introducing the HSUS 
·gf amendment prohibiting the use of 
~ all animals in DOD wound labs. 
~ Rep. Young carefully guarded his 
'Ci strong language and made an elo-
j quent plea for compassion for ani-
~ mals on the floor of the House. 8 
1 • Sen. Wendell Ford of Ken-
tucky for his leadership in the 
New Scrutiny Given 
Farming 
The publication of HSUS Scien-
tific Director Dr. Michael Fox's 
new book, Farm Animals: Husban-
dry, Behavior, and Veterinary Prac-
tice should generate increased in-
terest in H.R. 3170, the intensive 
farming practices bill introduced 
by Rep. James Howard of New Jer-
sey. (See article on page 4.) Both 
agribusiness and animal protec-
tionists will, without doubt, step 
up their pressure on lawmakers to 
accede to their conflicting views 
of farm animal welfare. 
Passage of H.R. 3170 would es-
tablish an independent commission 
to investigate the conditions un-
der which farm animals now ex-
ist. This commission would set in 
motion a well-balanced study of 
modern intensive husbandry prac-
tices; the impact on the health of 
humans digesting products from 
animals fed antibiotics and car-
cinogens; and the economic impact 
of alternative farming practices. 
H.R. 3170 could become a rna-
fight to protect the welfare of 
wild horses and burros and for in-
troducing an amendment, in honor 
of the late Sen. Henry "Scoop" 
Jackson, that would have prohib-
ited the sale of these animals to 
slaughterhouses. Sen. Jackson, who 
died in September, demonstrated 
a true sense of concern for wild 
horses and burros. Now Sen. Ford 
is continuing the struggle to pro-
tect them. 
jor part of congressional and ani-
mal-welfare history as the cata-
lyst that forces agribusiness and 
the public to examine the cruel 
methods of intensive production 
of farm animals. 
Those opposing the Howard bill 
are already distributing printed 
material to congressional offices 
stating that " .. .it is the animal's 
purpose to serve man; it is man's 
responsibility to care for the ani-
mals in his charge." Farm animal 
producing groups "vigorously op-
pose any legislative or regulatory 
activity that states or implies in-
terference with [their opinion of 
man's] responsibility ... " to animals. 
Only 30 out of the total 435 
representatives have signed on as 
cosponsors. To ensure that U.S. 
representatives understand the 
vital need for this bill, please ask 
your representative to co-spon-
sor H.R. 3170 and call for im-
mediate hearings. Also write to 
Rep. Henry Waxman and ask him 
to hold committee hearings that 
will ultimately bring help to farm 
animals as well as to consumers 
and small farmers. 
Any member of the Senate may be reached c/o The U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 20510. Any representative 
may be reached c/o The House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 20515. 
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Take a look around you at the animals sharing 
our planet. Newborn calves thrust into solitary 
confinement grow up without room even to turn 
around. Millions of kittens and puppies are condemned 
to death annually because their owners didn't care 
enough. Seal pups are brutally clubbed 
Already, we're speaking out against senseless 
killing and cruelty toward animals, helping to 
eliminate inhumane commercial farming practices; 
improve conditions 
in the first step toward 
becoming fashionable 
fur coats. 
With your help, The 
Humane Society of the 
United States can give our 
animals the protection 
they deserve. 
I want to join The Humane Society of the United States and help protect animals. 
Membership categories: D Individual Membership-$10 D Sustaining-$100 
D Family Membership-$18 D Sponsor-$500 
D Donor-$25 D Patron-$1000 or more 
D Supporting-$50 
I am enclosing an additional contribution of $, _____ to assist The HSUS. 
for laboratory 
animals; and 









Address ___________ City ___________ State: ___ Zip· ____ _ 
Membership includes a year's subscription to The HSUS News and periodic Close-Up Reports. 
Make checks payable to: The Humane Society of the United States, 2100 L Street, NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20037 




The North Carolina Humane. 
Federation held its annual confer-
ence in Asheboro on November 11 
and 12. Southeast Regional Direc-
tor Marc Paulhus conducted three 
workshops at that meeting, on 
dogfighting and cockfighting in-
vestigative techniques; exotic an-
Great Lakes 
Fall Round-up 
The Great Lakes office has 
worked hard this autumn to re-
peal pound seizure in Chicago. Dr. 
John McArdle, HSUS director of 
laboratory animal welfare, pre-
sented testimony on the proposal 
at a hearing in September; we are 
now waiting for a report from a 
subcommittee assigned to study 
the issue further. We urge Chica-
goans to contact the Great Lakes 
Regional Office (735 Haskins Street, 
Bowling Green, OH 43402) if they 
can help with our efforts to pass 
this ordinance. Please write to all 
aldermen, as well, to express your 
feelings on this very important leg-
islation for Chicago and its pets. 
No Dogs Allowed? 
Rep. Michael Schwarzwalder of 
Ohio is sponsoring S.B. 207 
which, if passed, will allow hu-
mane society shelters and dog 
wardens to obtain sodium pento-
barbital for humane euthanasia 
more easily and cheaply than in 
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imals as pets; and investigation of 
roadside menageries. 
At the same conference, HSUS 
Director Anna Fesmire was hon-
ored for her many years of service 
to the North Carolina Humane 
Federation. The program attracted 
sixty participants. 
Director Paulhus also led a one-
day workshop on investigations at 
a two-week-long animal-control 
workshop in Panama City, Flori-
da, in November. The Bay County 
Humane Society sponsored theses-
sion, which drew participants from 
as far away as Arizona and Puer-
to Rico. 
the past. The HSUS supports this 
measure. 
The Great Lakes Regional Of-
fice arranged for Field Investiga-
tor Bob Baker to provide testi-
mony before a city-wide meeting 
in New Buffalo, Michigan, on 
whether to legalize greyhound 
racing. Mr. Baker told of the in-
herent cruelties in greyhound rac-
ing (see the Fall1983 HSUS News). 
Greyhound racing is expected to 
become a statewide issue in Michi-
gan in 1984. The HSUS will con-
tinue to oppose the spread of this 
sport until there are major changes 
in its operation. 
Speaking Up 
Great Lakes Regional Director 
Sandy Rowlana was one of the 
speakers at a very successful 
workshop sponsored by the Michi-
gan Federation of Humane Soci-
eties on November 10. Ms. Row-
land discussed how to organize a 
new humane society and resolve 
problems facing existing organiza-
tions. Approximately 135 persons 
gathered at the Eastern Michigan 
University to learn about animal 
welfare in the state and strategies 
for change. 
No "Soft Jaws" 
The New England Regional Of-
fice and state animal-welfare 
groups plan a campaign in Con-
necticut against a new, padded-
jaw, leghold trap to be introduced 
by the W oodstream Corporation 
(see "Tracks"). The world's largest 
trap manufacturer has proposed 
the new trap as an alternative to 
the inhumane, steel-jawed ver-
sion opposed by humane groups 
for decades. Regional Director 
John Dommers wrote the Connec-
ticut legislature's environment 
committee, citing Woodstream's 
previous resistance to such a trap 
as an indication that the manufac-
turer itself doesn't believe its own 
product is a realistic option. Mr; 
Dommers is now working to or-
ganize a coalition to outlaw the 




A session of The HSUS's pop-
ular workshop, "Solving Animal 
Problems in Your Community," 
will be co-sponsored by the HSUS 
Mid-Atlantic and New England 
offices in Mystic, Connecticut, 
from April 26 through 28. Phyllis 
Wright, HSUS vice president, com-
panion animals, Bill Smith, direc-
tor of the HSUS Animal Control 
Academy, and other experts will 
lead informative and practical 
sessions to help participants in-
crease their skills in dealing with 
community animal problems. Con-
tact the HSUS New England Re-
gional Office, P.O. Box 362, East 




Into the Jaws 
For the first time, supporters of 
a ban against the steel-jawed, 
leghold trap took their cause 
directly to the major manufac-
turer of traps in the U.S. In an ac-
tion organized by Trans-Species, 
Unlimited, approximately 500 dem-
onstrators marched down Main 
Street in Lititz, Pennsylvania, to 
the headquarters of the Wood-
stream Company. Trappers jeered 
as the protesters, many of whom 
were HSUS members who had tra-
veled for hours to attend, marched 
to the gates. Then, in spite of the 
heckling, protesters listened at-
tentively to speakers, including 
HSUS Vice President for Wildlife 
and the Environment John Gran-
dy, condemn the trap as inhumane 
(see "Tracks" in this issue). 
New Pet Law 
Part of New York 
New York City Mayor Ed Koch 
has signed into law a bill which 
permits tenants to keep pets in 
apartments. The bill protects ten-
ants from later, arbitrary enforce-
ment of "no pets" clauses land-
lords haven't enforced within a 
lease's first three months. Under 
the new law, landlords can disal-
low any pet which causes damage, 
is dangerous to other tenants, or 
is a nuisance. Regional Director 
Nina Austenberg wrote Mayor 
Koch of HSUS support for this 
bill, calling it a prototype of pet-




The HSUS has opened a new 
regional office in the Chicago, Il-
linois, area. The North Central 
Regional Office will serve the 
needs of the animal-welfare 
movement in Illinois, Wisconsin, 
Iowa, Minnesota, and Missouri. 
It will extend HSUS programs 
for the prevention of cruelty to 
animals into communities where 
animals have little or no protec-
tion. It brings to eight the num-
ber of HSUS regional offices. 
The new North Central regional direc-
tor is Frantz Dantzler. 
Frantz Dantzler, director of in-
vestigations from HSUS head-
quarters in Washington, D.C., 
has been named regional director. 
The office is at 2015 175th Street, 
Lansing, IL 60438. 
A victim of the summer heat, this cow died from dehydration, according to 
the attending veterinarian's statement, on a Texas ranch. The owner later pled 
guilty to charges of animal abuse. 
Gulf States 
Red-faced in Runge 
In the midst of sweltering 
September heat, Gulf States in-
vestigator Bernie Weller led the 
Runge, Texas, sheriff's depart-
ment in an investigation of an 
unusual cattle starvation case. 
Approximately thirty of a herd of 
seventy-five animals on a local 
ranch had been allowed to die 
from starvation and thirst. Such 
cases of abuse are usually hushed 
up by cattlemen who don't want 
to be embarrassed by the publici-
ty surrounding livestock cruelty 
and have the political clout to 
make sure details don't reach the 
public. However, in this case, the 
owner of the cattle decided to plead 
guilty to several counts of animal 
abuse. He received fines and ex-
pense payments totaling fifteen 
hundred dollars and one year's 
probation. He agreed, in addition, 
to construct watering lines and 
provide proper food for his re-
maining animals. The publicity sur-
rounding this incident should serve 
as an example to cattlemen of the 
consequences of neglecting live-
stock in their care. 
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West Coast 
"Mission of Mercy" 
In what was called "a mission 
of mercy," West Coast investiga-
tor Eric Sakach assisted the Hu-
mane Society of San Bernardino 
Valley (California) and other ani-
mal-welfare officials in removing 
more than fifty animals from a 
ten-acre compound that once 
served as a sanctuary for home-
less creatures. The owner of the 
facility, an elderly woman, had 
been caring for unwanted dogs, 
cats, and other animals for over 
twenty-five years by herself. In 
recent years, it had become ap-
parent that she could no longer do 
the job alone, and the humane so-
ciety had been supplying food and 
labor to keep up the standard of 
care. Eventually, however, the 
woman refused this aid and condi-
tions worsened considerably. Mr. 
Sakach, humane society staff mem-
MOVING? 
hers, veterinarians, animal-con-
trol officers, and fish and game war-
dens met to plan a course of action. 
Authorities obtained a search war-
rant and removed twenty dogs, 
twenty-seven cats, two pigs, a 
burro, a monkey, a tortoise, a bear 
(which reportedly had appeared on 
the "Beverly Hillbillies" televi-
sion series some years ago), and a 
number of fowl. The bodies of thir-
ty cats, discovered in pens and 
buildings on the property, were 
also removed. 
The wild animals were released 
to a wildlife specialist for proper 
care and treatment; the dogs and 
cats were taken to a city shelter. 
Animal-welfare agencies plan 
to seek a court order to restrict 
the owner from possessing ani-
mals other than personal pets in 
the future. 
Idaho Update 
The substandard conditions 
found by investigator Eric Sa-
kach in an Idaho animal shelter 
last year are now a thing of the 
past. The town had been using an 
airless, converted railroad boxcar 
as a shelter and disposing of its 
dead animals in an open pit (see 
the Spring 1983 HSUS News). 
Mr. Sakach suggested a number 
of urgently needed reforms to 
town officials, who now report the 
construction of a new, properly 
equipped city animal shelter, the 
hiring of a full-time animal-con-
trol officer to care for impounded 
dogs, and the retaining of a veter-
inarian to perform euthanasia as 
needed. 
Western Academy 
The HSUS Animal Control 
Academy will hold a two-week 
training session in Portland, Ore-
gon, from February 27 to March 9, 
1984, for animal-control and hu-
mane society personnel. Contact 
the West Coast Regional Office 
(1713 J Street, Suite 305, Sacra-
mento, CA 95814) for details. 
If you have moved, or are planning to, please send us this 
coupon so we can correct our mailing list. Attach your pres· 
ent mailing label below, then print your new address. Mail to: 
New Address: 
The HSUS, 2100 L St., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20037. Name ______________________________ ___ 
Address _____________________________ _ 
City ___________________________ _ 
State ____________ Zip _______ __ 
Attach present mailing label here 
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Adoption Dilemma 
In 1983, at least two local soci-
eties operating shelters were sued 
or threatened with a particularly 
distressing legal action by the 
former owners of dogs brought to 
the shelters as strays, held by the 
society for the requisite period, 
and adopted by a new owner. In 
both cases, the old owner demanded 
that the dog be returned, and the 
issue of whether to reveal the iden-
tity of the new owner immediately 
arose. 
These cases have a great po-
tential for disrupting the adop-
tion process and diverting the 
time and energies of society offi-
cers into defending suits. There 
are a few steps a shelter-operat-
ing society can take to protect 
itself in these cases, assuming 
that the society's position is that 
adoptions of stray animals ought 
to be final and the new owner's 
identity and privacy protected. 
1. A shelter should review its 
internal procedures to ensure that 
it is complying with local law 
mandating that animals be held 
for a certain period before being 
adopted or euthanatized. A record-
keeping system which identifies 
each animal received and docu-
ments the length of time each ani-
mal was held is vital. 
2. Examine the local statute or 
ordinance under which you receive 
stray animals and offer for adop-
tion or otherwise dispose of them. 
The statute or ordinance should 
be written to confer legal title to 
the animal upon the society after 
compliance with the holding per-
iod and other required procedures. 
Be sure the statute or ordinance 
covers animals picked up off the 
street by shelter personnel as well 
those brought to the shelter by 
third parties. If it does not ade-
quately protect the adoption pro-
cess, the society should seek to 
have it amended in the appropri-
ate legislative body. 
The best solution for a shelter 
confronted by a responsible owner 
who appears to claim his animal 
shortly after its new adoption is 
to explain the circumstances to the 
new owner and ask for the animal's 
return. 
Liability Insurance Coverage 
Active humane societies are 
more likely to be sued for such 
torts as libel, slander, malicious 
prosecution, false arrest, inten-
tional interference with property, 
and invasion of privacy than are 
other kinds of nonprofit, charita-
ble corporations. Humane societies' 
role in investigating and prose-
cuting cruelty and abuse cases, in 
publicizing exploitative practices, 
and in confronting and criticizing a 
variety of entrenched private (non-
governmental) interests leaves them 
vulnerable to such action. Given 
these risks, humane societies oft-
en seek liability insurance, which 
will effectively protect their or-
ganization, and its directors, offi-
cers, and employees in the face of 
lawsuits. Such insurance is com-
monly available, but the exact 
policy must be chosen carefully. 
We suggest the following when 
considering the purchase of liabil-
ity insurance for an animal-wel-
fare organization: 
1. Obtain and read (or, better 
yet, have an attorney read) the ac-
tual policy or contract of insur-
ance. Do not stop with assurances 
from the sales representative or 
by reading a summary description 
of the coverage. 
2. Be sure that the policy in-
sures your organization against 
the kinds of claims about which 
you are most concerned. For ex-
ample, liability policies frequent-
ly exclude coverage for all forms 
of defamation, including libel and 
slander. 
3. Check to see whether the in-
surance company is obligated to 
defend your organization against 
suits or whether your organization 
will have to hire attorneys to de-
fend it, with the insurance company 
responsible only for paying what-
ever monies a court may award a 
plaintiff. 
4. Be sure that the overall poli-
cy is geared to the problems of 
nonprofit organizations as opposed 
to businesses. Many general lia-
bility policies speak in terms of 
"product hazards" or "advertising 
injuries," which simply do not 
describe the activities of humane 
societies. In the event of a claim 
against you, such language can be 
used by the company to deny cov-
erage on the ground that the par-
ticular claim is not covered under 
the policy. 
5. Be sure that the insurance 
sales representative is awa~e of 
the full range of your activities. 
6. Compare more than one poli-
cy on a clause-by-clause basis. 
There are usually significant dif-
ferences in coverage and cost 
which should be carefully weighed. 
On balance, liability insurance 
is better to have than not to have. 
However, the best protection for an 
organization and its officers and 
directors is not an insurance policy 
but rather the quality of internal 
procedures for conducting cruelty 
investigations and reviewing the 
texts of publications, etc., that are 
designed to detect and at least 
mitigate possible legal risks. 
Similarly, officers and members 
of boards of directors or trustees 
of the organization can best avoid 
personal liability for mismanage-
ment and imputed injurious acts 
by being aware of the workings of 
the organization and by partici-
pating, and when appropriate, exer-
cising the proper degree of supervi-
sion. Ignorance of your ol'ganiza-
tion's actions through inattention 
is not only not a valid legal de-
fense but is also a breach of a board 
member's and officer's basic duty 
to the organization. 
The Law Notes are compiled by 
HSUS General Counsel Murdaugh 
Stuart Madden and Associate 
Counsel Roger Kindler. 














August 24-26~ 1984 
Mobilization 
The HSUS is a major sponsor of the Mobilization for Animals's action 
against trapping and mass extermination, to be held simultaneously in 
Washington, D.C., and Los Angeles on April 7, and its action against 
psychological testing, which will include a massive, international gathering 
at the annual convention of the American Psychological Association in 
Toronto, Canada, on August 24-26. We urge HSUS members to 
participate in these protests against animal exploitation and abuse. 
With federal tax dollars, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is conducting a relentless war 
on wildlife in which untold millions of animals are needlessly and indiscriminately 
slaughtered. At the same time, the attitudes of this agency and a lack of legislative action 
have permitted the continued use of the steel-jawed, leghold trap, a barbaric device that 
has been banned in dozens of countries. 
More than seventeen million wild animals are trapped for their fur in the United States 
every year. Many of them are caught in the powerful jaws of the leghold trap, suffering 
intense pain, broken bones, terror, starvation, chewed-off limbs, and exposure while they 
experience a slow and agonizing death. 
When the animals do not die from these causes, and are alive when the private or 
government trapper finds them, they are often killed by being stomped and clubbed to 
death to preserve the fur. 
Through its predator control program, the government engages in mass destruction of 
animals by poisoning, trapping, aerial shooting, neck snares, and denning (a monstrous 
process of killing infant young by burning them alive, cutting them apart in their dens 
with barbed-wire "snakes," etc.). Trapping and most of these other methods are 
non-selective; many of the animals killed by these means are not even of the intended 
species. Sometimes they are domestic pets. Such activities are not limited to America; 
atrocities of this kind are conducted in Canada, Australia, Europe, and elsewhere. 
The only beneficiaries of trapping and mass extermination programs are the fur industry 
and wildlife management bureaucrats. No industry, agency, or individual has the right to 
torture and kill sensitive, living creatures for financial gain and personal vanity. 
In conjunction with The HSUS's ongoing legislative efforts to ban the leghold trap and 
change federal expenditures from animal destruction to animal preservation, we will 
support the Mobilization's rallies in Washington, D.C., and Los Angeles on Saturday, 
April 7, 1984. On the same day, mass actions will be held in countries throughout the 
world to protest the systematic slaughter of wild animals. 
In the United States, approximately 80 million animals are killed every year in 
biomedical research, product testing, and education. Of these experiments, those 
conducted in psychology are the most painful, pointless, and cruel. 
The tools of the experimental psychologist are mutilation, starvation, fear, insanity, and 
torture. Animals may be given intense, painful, repeated electric shock from which they 
cannot escape. They often lose the will even to scream in pain. Animals are deprived of 
food and water, driven insane by total isolation, and mutilated in pointless attempts to 
replicate human-specific medical problems. The animals are subjected to extreme pain 
and stress, inflicted on them by idle curiosity, in nightmarish experiments designed to 
make healthy animals psychotic. In virtually all these experiments, the helpless, terrified 
creatures are fully conscious, aware, and unanesthetized. 
Experimental psychology is characterized by needless repetition, unjustifiable suffering, 
and little evidence that a single animal experiment has ever been relevant or of benefit 
to humans. 
Most experimental psychologists and their professional organizations, which should be at 
the forefront of efforts to ease stress and suffering, have consistently refused to address 
ethical concerns in animal experimentation or to require compassionate behavior. They 
have only produced meaningless "guidelines" and pro-research propaganda. 
Beginning in the fall of 1983 and continuing through the year, Mobilization for Animals 
will encourage small, decentralized actions at psychology laboratories throughout the 
world, culminating in a massive, international mobilization at the annual convention of 
the American Psychological Association in Toronto, Canada, on August 24-26, 1984. 
Make Your Plans 
for Seal Day 1984! 
March 1 is the traditional beginning 
of the season when harp seals come 
in from the seas and give birth to 
their white pups. For the past three 
years, on March 1 The HSUS and 
dedicated individuals throughout the 
country have joined together in cele-
bration of this new generation of seals 
and all seals suffering at the hands 
of man. 
This year, March 1 is particularly 
important because we will be work-
ing on a very special project-pro-
moting the development of a new in-
ternational treaty that will protect 
rather than exploit the northern fur 
seal on the Pribilof Islands, off 
Alaska. Now is our chance to end 
the commercial and political exploi-
tation of these seals, but we need 
your help. 
Ever since 1911, the Soviet Union, 
Japan, Canada, and the United States 
have conducted commercial fur seal 
"harvesting" under the Interim Con-
vention on Conservation of North 
Pacific Fur Seals. The U.S. govern-
ment pays the Aleut Indians who 
live on the Pribilofs to kill the seals. 
The skins are then divided among 
the signatory countries. This original 
treaty was designed to prevent pela-
gic sealing as well as control the 
amount of seal clubbing on the Pribi-
lofs. However, it has not worked. 
National Headquarters 
2100 L Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20037 
Postmaster: Address Correction Requested. 
The North Pacific fur seal popula-
tion has been rapidly declining by 
eight to ten percent each year. 
This treaty expires October 1, 
1984. It must be renegotiated this 
year. Now is our chance to pressure 
our senators to support a treaty 
which would protect seal interests, 
rather than commercial ones. 
Here in Washington, D.C., The 
HSUS will host a special Seal Day 
reception in Congress for the sen-
ators and their aides. HSUS Krutch 
medalist Paul Winter will be our 
special musical guest, and we will 
distribute m~terials depicting the 
annual slaughter that occurs on the 
remote Pribilofs. 
To publicize our need for a new 
treaty, ask your city officials to 
declare March 1 "Seal Day." Hold 
candlelight vigils, bell-ringing 
events, and peaceful, friendly dem-
onstrations at your senators' offices. 
Ask your senators to work for and 
support a treaty to protect seals, not 
exploit them. And, be sure to distri-
bute HSUS fact sheets on seals and 
our "Club Sandwiches Not Seals" 
T-shirts. 
The HSUS is currently preparing 
an action packet which we will send 
you at no charge. It contains repro-
ducible fact sheets and the suc-
cessful HSUS 1981 resolution adopted 
by Congress making March 1 the of-
ficial National Day of the Seal. Re-
member to contact HSUS regional 
offices to let them know you're in-
terested in taking part in whatever 
activities are already planned and to 
fill them in on your projects. 
This can be our year to end th':!, 
killing of Pribilof seals. With. our 
coast-to-coast energy, that dream 
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